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“| have seen several different forms of Mr. Boyle's 
Air-Pump’ Ventilator in actual operation, and have 
much pleasure in testifying to. their efficiency.”~: 
LorD KELVIN, 


Boyle’s 


rarest ATR-PUMP } 
VENTILATOR. 


‘Has DOUBLE the EXTRACTING POWER of Earlier Forms 


Awarded the £50 Prize with Grand Diploma 
\:only prize offered), at the International Ven- 


) 108-114, Prince Street, DEPTFORD, S.E 


ea N STS 


|}HYDRAULIC NO 
LIFTS. OVERWINDING. 


LONDON: HYDRAULIC POWER CO. 
HATFIELD STREBT, 8.E.1. HOP. 4540. 


THE LIFT & HOIST Co. 


Sole Makers of “ Premier” Rolling Shutters. 








\Waycoop()TIS 


Telegrams; GEYSER, LONDON, 
"oo 


HOT WATER INSTANTLY 
NIGHT or DAY 


EWART’S GEYSERS 


346 EUSTON ROAD, LONDON, N.W. 


Price List on application, 
"Phone; MUSEUM 2570 


LIFTS OF ALL TYPES 





SMITH, MAJOR G&G STEVENS, Ltd.. 


LONDON & NORTHAMPTON. 





IFTS 





" tilator Competition, London. Highest Award, 
" International Ventilator Competition, Paris, 
Two Gold Medals. 

“Mr, Boyle’s complete success in securing the 
) required continuous upward impulse is testified te by 
) bigh authorities.""-—-GOVERNMENT REPORT (Blue Book). 


ROBERT BOYLE & SON, 


Ventilating Engineers, 
61, HOLBORN VIADUCT, LONDON. 


“Messrs. Robert Boyle and Son; the founders of the 

| profession of Ventilation Engineering, have raised the 

H subject to the dignity of a science.”—-REPORT ON THE 
'VenTILATION OF TH® LONDON CUsTOM HousE 
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54 & 55, FETTER LANE, LONDON, EC.4 


62 & 63, LIONEL STREET, BIRMINGHAM 
and Principal Provincial Cities. 








MARRYAT- SCOTT} 


LIFTS 





28. HATTON GARDEN LONDON, E.C. 
OF WORKS 
MODELS boubincs’ | 


Executed by JOHN B. THORP. 
. Gray's Inn Road a to Holborn Hall), 


Phone Holborn, 1011 ONDON, W.C.! 





Telephone—Cuancery 7061 








HEATING 


ROSSER & RUSSELL, Ltd. 
(Mavrair 5210) 
37 DUKE STREET, OXFORD STREET, 
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WESTMINSTER S.W.1 
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| ’Phone: Victoria 6115 (3 noon 


i 29 eR ene aes 


SEND FOR STOCK LIST 


co. 72 


‘* HELISTELBA, SOWE3T, LON.” 


a a smenereeeenne T 
VAN KANNEL. LIFTS 
REVOLVING DOOR CO., | ’ pe a eat seat 
LIMITED. and - power. 
, i We also manufacture 
FIRST IN | FOREMOST IN eee Sa 
1899 1921 Write for particulars. 
WATFORD, ENGLAND fee sspears nbghlms | 
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PARTITION “SLABS 


FIXING BRICKS, etc. immediate Delivery. 
CONCRETE SLABS CO. 
WOOD LANE (Opposite the stadium) 
SHEPHERD'S USH, W.12. 


ASPHALTE 


ROOFS 


RAGUSA 








| Asphaite Co., Ltd., Tredegar Rd., London, E.3.. 
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JOISTS 


VICTORIA STREET, S.W.1 


1940 
1941 
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Cheaper and better than Bricks. 
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THE HOUSING DEBACLE. 


T last we are face to face with unvarnished facts 
on the housing problem. This time there is no 
question of opinion, it is not a matter of point 
of view. The Government’s housing policy has 
failed and is admitted to have failed by those 
who are now responsible for this department of 

the Ministry of Health. Were this a time for self-congratulation, 
we might descant upon the attitude which we have consistently 
adopted in reviewing the progress of this movement ; but in 
the sorry plight in which the country finds itself it would be 
out of place thus to indulge ourselves. Sir Alfred Mond opened 
his débacle campaign by accusing the local authorities of 
extraordinary over-estimates of the real housing requirements 
necessary, but this not very generous contention does not 
explain—even if admitted—the failure to provide even sufficient 
houses for the normal growth of the nation. Every failure should 
teach a valuable lesson; hence, let us endeavour to analyse 
the causes of this failure, so that we may know how to avoid 
them in future. We have no wish to cast aspersions on the 
good faith of the promoters of the Government housin 
however unsound the policy. It was decided to “run” housing 
as a State matter, and in the first blush of enthusiasm and 
newly-acquired power the assistance of private enterprise was 
spurned and we were told that great economies and more rapid 
progress could be effected by a State department. - 

It was a very big task to take over the arrears and requisite 
developments of housing all over the country, and this action, 
of course, put a vee to any private efforts. A big organisation 
was necessary, the formation of which took much time, and this 
was carried out in true departmental style. The next thing was 
to saddle the local authorities, already burdened with many 
duties really foreign to their original vocations, with local 
administration of housing schemes. Those who have seen the 
inside of a Government department know the peculiar atmo- 
sphere which, pervades it. Individually, we have no wish to 
impugn Government officials, and know many who have set 
out with high ideals and an honest endeavour to do their best 
for the cause they have espoused ; but all official work suffers 
from an atmosphere happily absent from business concerns. 
Foremost is probably politics; and whatever else happens 
policy must satisfy parliamentary leaders. Two or three 
questions in the House, often quite fatuous and put by ill- 
informed persons, are quite sufficient seriously to interfere with 
the progress of good work. ‘hen the magnitude and ramifica- 
tions of a Government organisation are often detrimental. 
Initiative is crushed in junior officials by the weary round of 
files and the eventual pronouncement of some senior person, 
probably not conversant with the real point at issue or anxious 
to show his authority. Petty jealousies are by no means absent. 
The result of all this is great delay and vexation outside ; and 
delay means loss—generally great financial loss. Most impor- 
tent is the absence of any sense of economy. The officials have 
no direct incentive for saving money ; rather do they always 
tend to increase their outlay and, under the guise of national 
saving, add to their own numbers and dabble in ever-widening 
fields. Take the D.B.M.S. asanexample. Materials for housing 
were to be cheapened and acquisition expedited by wholesale 
purchase by the Government. The result, as stated to us over 
and over again by responsible persons, mostly actual contractors 
o housing schemes, has been the creation of an artificial 
demand. 

_ Ifanyone desires to purchase a very large quantity” of shares 
his broker is not usually so simple as immediately to make the 
whole demand on ‘Change. In such a case, however, the 
Tequirements of others for such shares may be ignored, whereas 
in the case before us the dislocation and difficulties of those not 
concerned with Government housing, but requiring materials 
for legitimate purposes, became a serious factor. The discount 
obtained by the Government was not great and we should be 


g scheme, 


surprised if it did much more than pay the cost of this section 
of the department, but much more serious has been the delay 
occasioned by amateur efforts to trade on so big a scale. Builders 
have constantly had to buy materials themselves as an alterna- 
tive to losing heavily by paying wages for er idleness, 
and when the work was done have often been embarrassed by 
the delivery of vast quantities of material which could not be 
stopped. 

There is another very serious factor which cannot be laid 
directly to the charge of the department, though it should have 
been foreseen by the originators of the scheme. Some of us 
possess a curious moral kink, and where a person would scorn 
to “ do” an individual, a corporate body, devoid of personality, 
is often considered fair game. We do not suggest deliberate 
fraud on the part of anyone, but there is no doubt whatever that 
the percentage-profit system advocated by many, but always 
steadfastly resisted by ourselves, proved exceedingly expensive, 
and the very last thing to induce labour to give an adequate 
return for wages. We have referred to this matter so often in 
our columns that we have no wish to debate the subject 
again. 
To summarise, the net result of the Government’s scheme, 
after a very generous period for trial, is that a few thousand 
houses have been built, and often indifferently built, at very 
high cost, which even if let at rents which those for whom they 
were intended can in many cases certainly not afford to pay, 
will leave the tax-payer and rate-payer under a heavy burden 
for yearstocome. We have all, during a period of quite unreal 
srosperity, opened our mouths too wide, and now we have to 
es the inevitable result. What is the lesson? A nation 
cannot supply free houses any more than it can supply free 
clothing outfits. Houses must be built as a paying business 
concern, and this is the fundamental principle to be accepted. 
The only way this can be done is by utilising the ordinary 
channels of private enterprise which, now freed from the incubus 
of the Finance Act, and with, we hope, a sane and reasonable 
attitude from labour in immediate prospect, ought to be able 
to tackle the problem in time. 

This does not mean, however, that the Government can 
simply drop its responsibilities and hand over a chaotic and 
financially unsound position to private enterprise. The existing 
machinery must be sorted, dismantled, ne 4 disposed of to the 
best advantage of the unfortunate shareholders. Sir Alfred 
Mond has stated that efforts to provide houses where most 
urgently needed in crowded areas are to be maintained. We 
have yet to hear exactly what this means, but whatever it 
means it will leave the main part of the housing problem for 
unofficial solution. A correspondent, Mr. Percy Tubbs, 
F.R.I.B.A., suggested in our columns that the machinery be 
handed over to public utility societies to be organised and 
amalgamated for such purpose and to have large directional 
and controlling powers, including co-operative purchase schemes 
for materials. While we agree that some transitional scheme 
will probably be necessary, and think that such societies would 
be run on business lines impossible of attainment by a Govern- 
ment department, we have no wish to see another huge organi- 
sation permanently installed with a central staff and regional 
officials. We would rather allow such societies free play under 
the limitations of the still available Town Planning Act. Our 
correspondent makes a point of the importance of individual 
ownership. We concur that this is a desirable incentive to 
building, and think a good deal might be done by the provision 
of generous mortgage facilities. We should have a big annual 
saving on the renee of Health staff. Could not the 
Government set cottage building on its legs by guarantees for 
a limited period which would enable actual bullding owners 
(not speculators) to raise money to build at favourable rates 
of interest ? Whatever is decided upon at this juncture, ready 
money is the first necessity. : 
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NOTES. 


WE cannot expect that any- 
The = one who desires to see our 
Building ; a : 
Subsidies. ®2tional policies carried out 
with some regard to sound 
economics will regret the proposed with- 
drawal of the subsidies for cottage build- 
ing. If the obligations already incurred 
or implied on behalf of the Government 
are properly fulfilled there can be little 
real cause of complaint. No doubt the 
subsidy grant did induce a certain amount 
of cottage building which would not 
otherwise have been undertaken, but we 
imagine it did not result in the increase 
looked for. 


Tuts is the title of a very 


oa, forcible letter by Mr. Maurice 
Barst.”’ Hewlett, who writes to the 


Times as a district councillor 
and member of its housing committee 
a plain narrative of events on Government 
housing in rural areas. The action of his 
council in response to the admonitions of 
the Government is fully stated during 
a period of two and a half years. During 
that time “‘ one of our architects,” he says, 
‘* was required to produce three successive 
plans and specifications for the same 
‘cottages, all of which were successively 
‘ approved’ by the Ministry!” He refers 
to the fact that the District Housing 
Commissioner informed him that the 
Government did not intend to sanction 
any rural housing schemes at all, and 
proceeds: ‘ The position of affairs here, 
therefore, is this: (1) The housing pro- 
blem in the villages is aggravated rather 
than eased by anything which has been 
done. Insanitary and ruinous cottages 
have gone further todecay. Overcrowding 
is insufferable. Public opinion has been 
raised, and when the truth is known it 








will be exasperated. (2) My council (to 
confine myself to that) finds itself owner 
or contracted purchaser of land, bought 
with borrowed money at accommodation 
prices, in a scattered district. It is not 
only in debt ; it is responsible for the 
rates; and as frontager and adjoining 
owner must maintain hedges and repair 
roads. (3) Under compulsion of the 
‘Bubble Act,’ architects and surveyors 
have been at work for two-and-a-half years. 
On the faith of my council and under 
the Ministry’s Memorandum 31, they 
were entitled to certain fees for work done 
and out-of-pocket expenses. What is their 
position? The District Housing, Com- 
missioner, when I asked him that, pro- 
duced a certain Memorandum 52, only 
just then issued, which provided that 
architects employed upon what the 
Ministry pleasantly calls ‘abandoned 
schemes’ should receive at the outside 
one-quarter of the amount {which by 
Memorandum 31 was agreed to be paid 
at the time of their engagement. Memo- 
randum 52, it must be observed, was” not 
issued until the Government had decided 
to abandon rural housing.” 








He calculates that he alone 

The Cost. has spent of his own sub- 
stance, in wasted time, six- 

teen days of twelve hours each; and in 
wasted motor hire, £50; and proceeds : 
“If I had been the citizen of some South 
American Republic I should not have 
been surprised at a breach of faith on 
this scale. I should have calculated the 
risks and taken office with my eyes open. 
In Great Britain, however, otherwise 
governed for a thousand years, the South 
American practice has not been followed 
until now, when Mr. George has taught 
the Civil Service to do what no private 
employer could do without liability to 
prosecution. The implication, however, 





Tessellated Pavement, St. George’s Hall, Liverpool. 
[This pavement is covered with boarding, and is rarely seen.]} 
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St. George's, Hanover-square. 


[This photograph, by Mr. G. B. E. Norsury 
of Ashford, Kent, shows the tower of St. George’s, 
Hanover-square, from an unusual position.] 


which I hope the country will face, is 
much more serious. I serve one small 
rural district in one county of England. 
There the Government contemplated an 
expenditure of £200,000; not only con- 
templated, but insisted, under threat 
of pain and penalty, that the expenditure 
should be incurred. A substantial portion 
of it was incurred accordingly. That has 
been done all over England. My council 
is left with land which it does not want 
and liability which it cannot afford. So 
have all the rural district councils in 
England. I have pledged my honour to 
professional men and am unable to 
redeem it. So have all district councillors 
in England. What is one to say, or what 
is one todo? Is the delinquency moral 
or mental? At the time the Act was 
passed no sane man believed it was 
Did the Government believe 





serious. 
it 2?” 
WE give on g n 
Building iabisedin eth, ot - 
Guild 8 


Contracts. future forms of Guild con- 

tracts, in which the Building 

Guild, Ltd., of Manchester, states the 
“terms upon which Guildsmen should 
exchange the product of their labour.” 
From this it will be seen that whilst the 
Building Guild “will continue to build 
upon basic cost plus a percentage to 
cover overhead charges and liability in 
the matter of continuous pay,” they 
have now “decided to accept liability 
for any excess over the maximum sum, 
which is, in practice, the estimate.” 
The document shows an advance in the 
position of the Guild and is deserving 
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of attention, and for that reason we give 
it practically a extengo, though we do 
not, of course, associate ourselves with 
the observations in the memorandum. 





WE are not so much con- 

a jong cerned with the fact of a new 
yo art society, when the times 
seem to throw up so many, 

as with its nature and prospects, which 
will be determined by the kind of men 
and the principles which direct it. In a 
foreword to the catalogue of the first 
exhibition of the New Society of Artists, 
now on view at the Suffolk-street Galleries, 
we are told that the intention is to 
counteract “‘the manifest evils of 
Bolshevism in art.”” This term, which is 
used vaguely to condemn any opponent 
to our own point of view, has yet a very 
definite meaning in art at the present 
time, though it may not be a very happy 
way of introducing a new society. It was 
sure to be taken hold of by those critics 
who are more interested in cranks and 
“isms ”’ than in serious art criticism. As 
a result, perhaps, of what is in a sense a 
challenge to these critics, such published 
criticism as we have yet seen does less 
than justice to the New Society. It is 
important to state that such criticism is 
in adverse ratio to the value of the 
exhibition and that the aims of the 
society appear to us very sound. It may 
be called “* conservative ” to acknowledge 
that the past has anything to offer of 
example, or that art has its roots there, 
and there would appear to be a majority 
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who think that art best flourishes without 
any roots at all. At any rate, vagary, 
affectation and incompetence does. To 
those who want thrills the exhibition has 
none to offer. We are not concerned 
with the foreword, but the very truth of 
it laid the Society open to the arrows of a 
rather shallow criticism, and the public 
who will not wish to be misled should see 
this first exhibition for themselves. 





THE visit of the King and 
The (QJueen to the Channel Islands 
Channel this week has brought into 
Islands. , 5 
unusual prominence this 
“ Normen Archipelago,” so rich in beauty 
and historical interest. One has perhaps 
been apt to regard Guernsey and Jersey as 
mere summer resorts; but both islands 
have a large resident population. The 
buildings are almost entirely of granite, 
of which there is an inexhaustible supply 
in both red and grey varieties, the latter 
being largely exported from Guernsey 
and Alderney. Small quantities of bricks 
are made locally, and lime is burnt from 
chalk and stone brought as ballast from 
the mainland, but all other building 
materials have to be imported. With the 
exception of St. Peter’s, the ‘ Town 
Church’ of Guernsey, which has some 
architectural pretensions, the ecclesias- 
tical buildings of the Islands are chiefly 
of archeological interest, some of them 
dating back to the eleventh century. In 
its Court House, States Chamber, and 
Library, Jersey possesses appropriate and 
dignified public buildings, which are 
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sadly lacking in Guernsey, where the 
project for rebuilding the States Chamber 
and Court House in St. Peter Port, for 
which competitive designs were obtained 
some twenty vears ago, was unfortunately 
abandoned. Both islands, however, and 
particularly Guernsey, 
interest the architect in their domestic 
buildings of the Georgian era, of which 
there are many of moderate size in ex- 
cellent taste, some of them embellished 
with fine marble chimtieypieces and con- 
taining furniture, mirrors, and other 
objects of their period possessing a definite 
local character. Examples of good mod- 
ern work are few and far between, but the 
prosperity and popularity of the Islands 
has so rapidly increased of late that houses 
are practically unobtainable, and building 
developments are to be anticipated as 
soon as the conditions become more stable. 


possess much to 


WE give with our other 
Wer competition news this week 
Memorial. (P- 68), the result of this 

competition, which has given 

rise to a good deal of comment. We 
understand that the design was accepted 
hy the Designs Sub-Committee of the 
Salisbury War Memorial Committee, who 
were not assisted in their selection by an 
architect, and it was primarily on these 
grounds that the competition was banned 
by the profession. In connection with the 
award, we have received a letter from 
a correspondent, expressing the hope that 
the result will be brought before the 
Competitions Committee of the R.I.B.A. 


Salisbury 





Royal Artillery War, Memorial. 


Mr. Lronet G. Pearson, Lic.R.I.B.A. (Messrs. Adams & Holden & Pearson), Architect; Mr. (. 8. Jacerr, Sculptor. 
|Accepted by the Royal Artillery War Commemoration Fund for a’memorial to be erected¥on the island site at Hyde Park Corner.) 
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GENERAL NEWS. 





Professional Announcement. 


Messrs. Weightman & Bullen, architects and 
surveyors, have removed from No. 24, Fenwick- 
street to No. 15, Tithebarn-street, Liverpool. 


An Architect’s Estate. 

The late Mr. John More Dick Peddie, of 
Belgrave-crescent, and Albyn-place, Edin- 
burgh, architect, who designed the Caledonian 
Station Hotel, the Bank of Scotland, and the 
Mercantile Insurance Company’s offices in 
Princes-street, Edinburgh, left personal estate 
valued at £25,089. 


The Housing Subsidy. 


Replying to questions in the House of Com- 
mons on Tuesday, Sir Alfred Mond (Minister 
of Health) stated that the issue of certificates 
under the housing subsidy scheme had been 
suspended while the Government policy on the 
matter was being considered. He thought it 
was only right to advise local authorities not 
to issue new certificates that would have to 
be cancelled. He hoped to be able to make 
a definite announcement on the subject on 
Thursday (July 14). 


Wolverhampton Archeeological Society. 


The members of the Wolverhampton Arche- 
ological Society made their first excursion this 
season on Saturday last. The party, under the 
leadership of the President (Mr. Gerald P. 
Mander), proceeded via Penkridge and Stafford 
to Gnosall Church, where they spent an in- 
teresting hour. Mr. Mander briefly described 
the features of the church, and the vicar (Rev. 
J. C. Bocking, M.A.) permitted an inspection of 
the church plate, dated about 1690. The old 
Parish Church of Newport was also inspected, 
and the return journey was made via Weston, 
Tong, and Albrighton. 


Foreign Materials in Housing. 


Sir A. Mond, asked in the House of Commons 
on Tuesday whether tiles of foreign manu- 
facture were being recommended and purchased 
for use on housing schemes; whether he was 
aware that several hundreds of slate quarrymen 
were unemployed in North Wales and in receipt 
of unemployment pay; whether the cost of 
covering a pair of houses with Belgian pantiling, 
as now used, was about £119, and that the same 
houses might be covered with Welsh slates for 
£91; and would he, in the interests of economy, 
take steps to reverse this policy, said in many 
districts building had been considerably delayed 
by the difficulty in obtaining roofing materials, 
and in some cases imported tiles had been used 
in order that houses might be completed and 
occupied. Subject to reasonable consideration 
of local custom and precedents, the policy of 
his Department was to encourage the use of 
roofing materials which were available and 
could be supplied at the most reasonable cost. 
The information in his possession as to the 
comparative costs of roofing houses with Belgian 
pantiling and with Welsh slates did not bear 
out the suggestion in the second question. 


Road Machinery for Guatemala. 


The Republic of Guatemala Official Gazette 
for May 25 published a decree authorising the 
allocation of a maximum of 48,000 U.S. dollars 
for the purchase of machinery for the construc- 
tion and repair of the national roads. Four 
outfits are required, each consisting of one 
roller of 12 tons, one crusher proportional to 
the roller, one leveller, one tractor, and six 
broad-wheel carts. The Acting Vice-Consul at 
Guatemala has informed the Department of 
Overseas Trade that the Minister of Public 
Works has been requested to allow three 
months from the date of the notification for 
the receipt of tenders from abroad. It is 
advisable that United Kingdom tenders should 
be submitted by an agent in Guatemala, espe- 
cially as full particulars of the requirements are 
not available. The Department of*Overseas 
Trade is prepared to assist Unitedj Kingdom 
firms at present not represented in{that market. 





Archsological Discovery at Canterbury 
Cathedral. 

During the removal of the screen at the back 
of the altar of Canterbury Cathedral the dis- 
covery has been made on a wall of a metal plate 
which bore an inscription of the time of Dean 
Percy (1825-27), recording that that wall was 
built of material from the remains of the King 
Ethelbert Tower of St. Augustine’s Abbey, 
“which the Goths of Canterbury pulled down 
in 1822.” The monastery, after its suppression, 
states The Times, was turned into a brewery, 
and the grounds were used for cock-fighting 
exhibitions. Later, the remains of the buildings 
and the site were acquired for the establishment 
of St. Augustine’s training college for mission- 
aries. The Dean and Chapter of the Cathedral 
have now offered to restore the Abbey stones 
to the college, and the offer has been accepted. 
It is proposed to send a portion of the material 
to the Bishop of Columbia for use in the new 


cathedral he is building. 


Roman Remains at Carnarvon. 

Excavations on the site of Segontium, the 
Roman fort and town at Carnarvon, which are 
being undertaken under the direction of Dr. 
R. E. Mortimer Wheeler, of the National 
Museum of Wales, on behalf of the Segontium 
Excavation Committee, are, states The Times, 
being continued this year within the fort, 
between the Beddgelert-road and Cae Mawr 
‘arm. The north-western gateway of the fort 
has already been laid bare, and is seen to have 
consisted of a single entrance, flanked on each 
side by a square tower or guard-room. One of 
these guard-rooms, attributed to the fourth 
century, is still preserved to a height of 3 ft., 
and is partially constructed of blocks of masonry. 
A coin of Constantine the Great (who is said 
by a Welsh tradition to have been buried at 
Segontium) has been found beneath the upper- 
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Design for a War Memorial. 
By Mr. Newsury A, TRENT. 
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most floor of the guard-room. Within ¢}). fort 

other buildings, probably barrack-room: and 

storehouses, are now being uncovered. 
Obituary. 

The death has taken place, at the age of 
fifty-one, of Mr. Ernest William Dyson. Lie 
R.1.B.A., senior partner in the firm of Messrs. 
Dyson, Cawthorne & Coles, architects and 
surveyors, of Barnsley. He was the son of the 
late Mr. Thos. Dyson, schoolmaster, of Worshro’ 
Dale, and commenced in practice at Horwich 
Lancashire. After being placed first in a com. 
petition for a Higher Elementary School and 
Board Offices for the Barnsley School Board 
which scheme, however, fell through, Mr 
Dyson was entrusted with the design and 
erection of the Doncaster-road Council Schools. 
He was also successful in the competition for the 
Racecommon-road and Grove-street Council 
Schools; and was appointed Architect to the 
Barnsley Education Committee, which appoint. 
ment he held at the time of his death. Amongst 
the buildings designed by Mr. Dyson are the 
Grimeford Cotton Mills, Lee Mills, and Bechive 
Mills, Horwich ; several schools for the Horwich 
School Board ; Tonge Memorial Hall, Bolton: 
Shepherd’s Hall and St. James’ Institute, 
Chorley; Mount Vernon Open-air School and 
Agnes-road Infants’ School, Barnsley ; Y.M.C.A. 
Buildings, Radical and Liberal Club ; extensions 
to the Dearne Paper Works, Barnsley, &c. 


- 
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COMPETITION NEWS. 
Salisbury. 


The Salisbury War Memorial Committee has 
accepted the design of Messrs. H. H. Martyn 
& Co., sculptors and architectural decorators, of 
Cheltenham, submitted in the recent competi- 
tion, for a war memorial to cost £2,000. At the 
meeting of the Committee, at which the 
announcement of the award was made, it was 
stated that the Committee had decided that any 
design accepted must not dwarf the Council 
Chamber or the Sidney Herbert statue, and that 
somewhat tied their hands in the consideration 
of the designs submitted as it was decided that 
a low architectural sweep would be the most 
suitable Of the 45 applications fer conditions, 
15 were withdrawn owing to the ban placed on 
the competition by the R.I.B.A. and the Society 
ot Architects. The other 30 designs were judged 
by the Committee, and Messrs. Martyn’s design, 
which conformed to the ideas of the Committee. 
was accepted. The designs were adjudicated 
under nom-de-plumes. 

Buckie. 


For THE War MemortiAt.ComMMitTrez.— Design 
for adaptation of Cluny Hotel as war memorial 
club. Sending-in day July 22. Further par- 
ticulars from Mr. J. L. M’Naughton, Town Clerk, 
Buckie. 





Dunoon. 


For tHE War MemoriaL ComMittrEer.—De- 
signs for a war memorial to cost £2,000. Sending- 
in day July 30. Further particulars from Mr. 
J. V. Clery, Honorary Secretary to the Com- 
mittee, Clydesdale Bank Buildings, Dunoon. 


Birmingham. 


For THE War MeEmorIAL COMMITTEE.— 
Designs for a war memorial. Sending-in day 
October 12. (See advertisement this week.) 


Wandsworth. 

For THE WanpsworTH Borovuenu CounciL.— 
Lay-out schemes for a park and recreation 
ground. Sending-in day September 5. (See 
advertisement this week). 

Other Competitions. 

Competitions still open include the fol- 
lowing (the dates are (1) the sending-in day, 
and (2) the date of our issue in which full 
particulars were given) :—Cairo Hospital, 
October 3, April 8; Wolverhampton War 
Memorial, August 13, May 13; Carnarvon 
Heroes’ Memorial, July 23, May 20; Greenock 
War Memorial, August 1, May 6. The Here- 
fordshire and Sutton Ooldfield War Memorial 
Competitions are banned. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 








Unification and Registration. 

Sme,—Mr. Percy Bartlett’s letter gives me an 
opportunity of making it clear that the Society 
has not made any official pronouncement on 
the subject which the President of the R.I.B.A. 
referred to in detail at the Liverpool Conference. 
Personally, I have considered that the tentative 
agreement reached between representatives of 
the Councils of the two bodies is sub judice 
until it has been ratified by the Councils 
concerned. So far as the Society of Architects 
is concerned, the procedure will be that any 
agreement that may be reached between the 
Councils on the question of the conditions of 
membership will be communicated to the 
general body of members, and the final word 
will rest with them. 

C. McArtuur Bortter, 
Secretary, The Society of Architects. 


Sm,—I have read with much interest the 
letter from Mr. Percy Bartlett, M.S.A., appear- 
ing in last week’s issue of The Builder, referring 
to the proposed amalgamation of the Society 
of Architects with the R.I.B.A., and classifi- 
cation ot its members. 

It would, perhaps, be as well to point out that 
a certain percentage of members of the Society 
of Architects have qualified for admittance 
by passing the Society’s examinations, and 
therefore it is only reasonable to suppose that 
these members in particular will look for some 
special consideration apart from those whom 
the President of the R.LB.A. is reported t» 
have said “have undoubted qualifications 
and would join the R.1.B.A. as Fellows.” 

Perhaps the members of the Society who have 
taken the trouble to qualify for admission 
by examination will consider it worth their 
while holding a meeting, as the Associates 
R.LB.A. have done, to discuss some unified 
line of action regarding this matter before 
it is too late. 

“ M.S.A. (By Examrnation).” 

Sm,—Regarding the recent pronouncements 
and possible results in the event of the present 
proposals being incorporated in the new R.I.B.A. 
unification charter, it is most important and 
essential that all Licentiates and unattached 
architects, should give their careful and serious 
consideration as to the ultimate bearing upon 
them. Reading the present charter, the R.I.B.A. 
was formed “for the advancement of archi- 
tecture,” and at present, to obtain this con- 
summation, the procedure to be pursued is to 
formulate a charter based upon trade union 
schemes, but of a more drastic character, 
inasmuch as trade unionists only voluntarily 
jon and are free to follow their vocations, 
whether members or otherwise. Not so under 
the proposed R.I.B.A. charter. According to 
this, every architect, without exception, is 
te be compelled to join, and, in addition, to 
pay a fee yearly for being allowed or permitted 
by ‘he Council to earn a livelihood for himself. 
his wife, and family. This clearly is the true 
method of advancing art, and must commend 
itself to all in artistic interests ! 

Should the Council graciously withhold its 





permit, then the architect must seek another 
profession, but not within the circle sacred. 
A minimum scale of charges is suggested, quite 
Irrespective of merit, good or bad, which cannot 
fail to add to the already heavy cost, but will 
the public appreciate and pay? This is quite 


* up-to-date socialistic theories. Freedom 
Seems to have vanished. It is agreed that trade 
uion rules of equal pay for good and bad 
work results in inferior and debased workman- 
ship, but no doubt it will produce advancement 
¢ architecture! The treatment of the R.L.B.A. 
during 1 he past ten years towards the Licentiates 
will illustrate this. They voluntarily joined ; 
what treatment they and the non-associated 
architects received may be borne in mind, and 
may serve to elucidate what may be anticipated 
under « mpulsory powers. 
a. i.icentiates number some 1,750, and for 
® past ten years none will be found recom- 
mended as assessors or allotted seats upon the 


various committees and’councils of the Institute’ 
or have any power of opinion or articulate 
expression of opinion as to the affairs and 
conduct of the Institute; and, as a crowning 
injustice, a body of 1,750 practising archi- 
tects h:ve not the individual vote. In the 
year 1921 all should have an individual vote 
and should be elected upon all committees and 
recommended as assessors. Amongst other 
matters, the Unification Committee should 
clearly define and state the proposed conditions 
and status of Licentiates and others unde: the 
proposed charter, and the resultant criticism 
would be the “ wind that clears the malaria of 
the mind.” We are told that Phaeton drove the 
horses of the sun, with the result that the chariot 
was overturned and the world was set on fire, 
and may it be repeated that the most careful 
consideration should be given by all affected ; 
otherwise the proposed transfiguration may 
have the most unexpected and surprising results. 
GEORGE CartTER, Lic. R.I.B.A. 

Str,—In your Note on this subject, you quote 
some unknown correspondent who professes to 
see danger in registration as likely to shut out 
genius, and suggests that in seeking unification 
the “free lances ” should not be ignored. The 
reference to genius is the old, old story, and 
my personal view is that the profession will 
never accomplish any reforms worth having 
without creating a grievance for somebody ; 
and if by the time statutory registration is in 
force there are any descendants of Michel 
Angelo or Giotto who desire to practise as 
architects in this country they must either 
comply with the Act or retire from practice. 
As to “free lances,” I have little sympathy 
with them at any time, and none at all at a 
moment when every unattached architect of 
repute ought, as you hint in your leader on 
the Liverpool Conference, to seek membership 
of one of the architectural bodies. 

OC. McArtaur Butter, 





Architects’ Fees for Housing Schemes. 

Str,—Your report of the R.I.B.A. meeting re 
housing fees shows that provincial architects 
have awakened to the monstrous terms sought 
to be imposed by the Ministry of Health for 
abandoned housing schemes. They cannot be 
too wide awake as the new Minister of Health 
intends to swim to land on the waters of economy, 
and no doubt it is part of his scheme that archi- 
tects have to sink, since their sinking will supply 
more water (financially) for him to swim in. 

Who are private architects that they should 
dare to hold such a Minister to clauses in previous 
agreements or Memoranda’? Who, indeed ? 
Let me tell the right honourable gentleman it is 
to private architects and to private architects 
alone that he and the Government are indebted 
for virtually every single design for any success- 
ful and economical cottage that has been built 
under the Housing Act. Yet now it is the men 
that have done this good work for him and their 
country that he now proposes tc fleece as they 
present themselves to him for fair payment ! 

It appears certain architects have received 
payment at the rate of two-thirds of the Insti- 
tute’s Scale of Fees, and other architects are 
reported to have been honourably dealt with 
accord ng to the clause stating that the Insti- 
tute’s conditions as to employment of architects 
should apply. We all of us have been relying on 
this clause; and v: should not have proceeded 
with the work had we thought the Ministry 
would afterwards repudiate the clause as it now 
wants to do as—“a scrap of paper.” The 
German idea has become infectious. 

Let all provincial architects vigilantly watch 
that this matter is properly dealt with by those 
in London professing to act in their interests. 

There is, Sir, one point as to travelling 
expenses that seems to have been entirely over- 
looked, due, I think, to the fact that London 
members only are dealing with this question. 
Let me illustrate it. No. | is an architect living 
in London or some large provincial city. To 
him the 25-mile radius is a very natural line to 
draw. Probably his scheme, about 30 miles 


away, is a fairly large one, there are ample train 
services, he starts early one morning, visits the 
works, and is able to return for a late lunch. 
He can rely on his expenses being paid. No. 2 
is an architect living in a smaller centre. None 
of the houses of his scheme (and probably they 
do not number 50 in all) is outside the 25-mile 
radius. The scheme consists of groups of 2, 4, 
6, or 8 cottages scattered in ten or more different 
villages miles apart, and where there is no, or 
practically no. train service. To visit these 
cottages at all reasonably he must engage a 
motor- ‘xr, start early, hurry along all the day 
through, and get back late at night, to find that 
he has travelled some 75 or 80 miles and for 
which he has to pay between £4 and £5. This is 
a usual case in nearly all rural work. London 
architects little know our difficulties. To reduce 
his expenses as low as possible such a man buys 
a car. Surely architect No. 2 is as much, and 
even more, entitled to his travelling expenses, 
though within a 25-mile radius, as architect 
No. 1 is to his, though outside the 25-mile limit. 
A Rurat “ FELtow.” 





Str,—Architects sometimes complain that 
architectural bodies and Government depart- 
ments move too slowly, but in view of the 
situation which has arisen with regard to 
housing, architects appear this time to have a 
grievance against the Ministry of Health 
because that department has moved too quickly 
in issuing certain Housing Memoranda without 
waiting for their ratification by the archi- 
tectural bodies concerned. 

As the whole housing question is now in the 
melting-pot, is not the present a good oppor- 
tunity to commence de novo, and in the light 
of experience gained in the past few years to 
amend Clause 9 of the Scale of Professional 
Charges relating to housing so as to meet 
existing conditions, and to call upon the Ministry 
of Health to honour its undertaking contained 
in the following paragraph of General Housing 
Memorandum No. 31, of September, 1919 :— 

“The conditions of engagement of architects 
and surveyors shall be those which are cus- 
tomary in their respective professions; for 
example, generally, such as the conditions 
prescribed by the R.I.B.A. and the Society of 
Architects in the case of the engagement of 
architects.” 

The Scale of Professional Charges includes 
conditions of engagement and the scale custom- 
ary in the profession, and covers every point 
likely to arise in connection with the pro- 
fessional work entrusted to architects, including 
housing, and if an agreement could be come to 
with the Ministry of Health on the lines above 
suggested it would in my opinion put an end 
to difficulties arising (a) from architects under- 
taking housing work for local authorities under 
other conditions or agreement or without any 
agreement; and (b) from the difference of 
opinion between architects and the Ministry of 
Health as to the interpretation of General 
Housing Memoranda Nos. 4, 31 and 52, on 
which questions now arise, and the relation and 
application of the Scale of Professional Charges 
and conditions of engagement to the General 


Housing Memoranda. 
C. McArtuur But Ler. 





The Liverpool Conference. 

Str,—I appreciate my friend Mr. Keen's 
well-meant de‘ence of the Institute, although 
I made no complaint or accusation against that 
body, but merely stated facts. Of course, it 
would never have done to have omitted the 
Architectural Association, and if, when unifica- 
tion and registration was in the forefront of 
the Conference, it was necessary to draw the 
line, how very characteristic and worthy of 
the “unique, greatest, and most effectively 
organised body of architects in the world” (I 
quote their distinguished President) it was to 
omit inviting representatives of the Society 
which, as was so generously admitted by a 
member of the Institute at the Conference, has 
brought the question to the front and rendered 
great service to the profession. 

C. McArtuur BUTLER, 
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WILLESDEN HOSPITAL COMPETITION. 


Tus competition was limited to a number 
of selected architects with experience of hospital 
planning, and the several schemes submitted 
are now on view at the Gallery of the Royal 
Institute of British Architects in Conduit-street. 
No reports are attached to the designs, but 
from an examination of the plans submitted 
the conditions would seem to have been inter- 
preted by the competitors in divergent ways. 

A welcome feature of the exhibition is 
noticeable in the tendency of the younger men 
to design their buildings in a pleasing archi- 
tectural manner, very different from the usual 
deadly treatment which is so frequently asso- 
ciated with hospital building. Hospitals can be 
planned technically correct and at the same 
time be well designed architecturally, as 
evidenced in some of the most recent hospital 
buildings, of which King’s College Hospital 
at Denmark-hill, and the Virchow Hospital, 
serlin, are outstanding examples. | Modern 
American hospitals are nearly always distin- 
guished by the beauty of their buildings and 
grounds, the value of which to the patient 
cannot be ignored. 

The design placed first by the assessor is that 
submitted by Messrs, Greenaway & Newberry, 
of Westminster. The plan is direct, with a 
single main corridor (covered way) running 
east and west, and compact to a fault, for we 
notice the main wards are in some cases spaced 
only 35 ft. apart, the width of a fairly large 
room. It is true that the scheme provides for 
single-story pavilions only, but we are afraid 
in effect the buildings will appear tc be packed 
on the site. Future expansion to 240 beds is 
also provided for by additional wards indicated 
to the south, reached by a devious corridor 
and somewhat isolated in position ; the buildings 
will then occupy the greater part of the land 
available. The problem is certainly a difficult 
one, but it is a question whether on such a site 
single-story pavilions are the most satisfactory 
plan to adopt, and whether higher buildings, 
say, of two-story wards, would not provide an 
effective scheme more economical in construc- 
tion, service, and maintenance. When a site 
is limited it should not be forgotten that it may 
he a vital error to spread low buildings over the 
whole area and so possibly cripple the needs of 
future expansion, 

One must take a wide view of such things—- 
a forecast of needs and a vision of the future 
is required by the true expert. The planning 
of the Electrical and X-Fay Departments clearly 
illustrates this, and from an examination of 
the plans it appears to he difficult to extend 
these sections if required. The ward units are 
of the usual type, but we note a reversion to 
the old practice of placing the annexe at the 
extreme end unit where it overshadows the 
ward, and also partially closes the narrow 
courts between the ward pavilions. The sink 
rooms, 9 ft. by 6 ft., are too small for such a 
large ward. This room and the patients’ 
lavatories are better at the administrative end 
of the ward, more under the watchful eye of 
the Matron or sister; a small point, perhaps, 
but an important one for hospital service. 
The main corridor or covered way is sloping, 
following to a certain extent the ground levels. 

The operating theatre unit is placed at the 
far end of the corridor, a somewhat isolated 
position from the paying patients’ block. The 
surgeon’s room and testing room in the theatre 
unit are peculiarly placed, and access to them 
only obtained through the operating area. 
Covered ways are introduced to connect the 
several units of the hospital. 

The service building is a well-planned unit, 
with the Nurses’ Home placed in the upper 
stories, the rooms being grouped around an 
internal court, beneath which is a small kitchen 
only 24 ft. by 20ft. The milk room seems 
rather inaccessible in its present position. The 


various mess rooms are well grouped around the 
kitchen, but the positions secured for the nurses’ 
sitting-room and nurses’ dining-room are not 
ideal, looking as they do on to the out-patients’ 
department. 


The paying patients’ pavilion is well planned, 
but with the objection that the men have to 
traverse the women’s section of the corridor, 
which the women have to cross to reach their 
bathroom and lavatories. A two-story unit 
would avoid this defect but involve the hospital 
in a second duty room and service, which are all 
factors for consideration. We note that no 
balconies or verandahs are provided to the 
paying patients’ block. 

The out-patients’ block is well placed, but we 
cannot discover from the plan the exact pro- 
posals in view for the registration of patients ; 
it is essential that steady progression of patients 
with avoidance of delay should be secured, and 
many hospitals fail in this particular. 

The second premiated design is by Mr. A- 
Saxon Snell, and shows a pleasing group of 
buildings around the existing hospital, which 
forms the central feature of the lay-out and 
serves as the administrative building. The 
paying patients’ block is placed to the left, the 
out-patients’ block to the right, and behind in 
the centre is planned the service block, to the 
north and south of which are grouped the ward 
pavilions approached by a circuitous corridor or 
covered way. The northern wards have the 
usual drawback in the absence of balconies. The 
paying patients’ block is planned with a central 
corridor, which, in a building suggested to be 
two stories in height, cannot be directly lighted 
or ventilated and is not a desirable arrangement ; 
certainly the conditions of the paying patients 
should not be less than in the larger wards. 

We noticed an attractively-simple plan of the 
orthodox type (No. 7), well ordered and skilfully 
arranged in every way, but somewhat grandiose 
in treatment. The pencil-drawn elevations and 
sections are difficult to follow, but prettily 
rendered. The paying patients’ pavilion shows 
cubicles with low divisions next a central passage- 
way. To utilise the existing building for 
servants’ and probationers’ bedrooms is not an 
arrangement to be recommended. There would 
be, we fear, some confusion at the main staircase 
due to the proximity of the kitchen service and 
the connection of the administrative block 
corridors at this point. This we consider to be 
an economical scheme. The elevations indicate 
the spirit in which the younger hospital men are 
so ably treating this subject to-day. 

Another set, equally well treated, is that 
marked No. 2, with most attractive, simple 
elevations and a good plan (Scheme No. 1) very 
similar in lay-out to the winning design. The 
wards thrown out to the north are, we consider, 
a mistake. The position of the operating 
theatre is good, but the accommodation provided 
for the X-Ray and Electrical Departments 
seems unduly curtailed, is divided by a corridor 
passing between the electrical rooms, and allows 
for no adequate expansion. The wards in the 
courtyard should have been avoided at all costs, 
and there is a lack of openness in the plan. A 
considerable amount of underbuilding in this 
scheme is noticeable. A second scheme is sub- 
mitted showing two-story pavilions. 

Set No. 6 provides a novelty in plan, where the 
question of aspect is thrown to the winds. The 
buildings appear congested, and rely very con- 
siderably on top light and the consequent 
massing together of rooms. 

Set No. 8 shows a sympathetic treatment of 
the existing building, which forms the central 
portion of the new scheme, a double corridor 
or covered way being planned behind in quad- 
rangular form surrounding the children’s 
pavilion, the wards opening off the corridor to 
the north and south, and the outpatients’ 
department being at the north end of the site. 

Set No. 1 shows a very scattered plan. The 
patients and staff would, we are afraid, experi- 
ence some difficulty in finding their bearings. 
The children’s pavilion is well placed. 

The competitors have undoubtedly been faced 
with a very difficult problem in seeking to 
provide accommodation for a total of 240 beds 
in the future on a site of these dimensions , 
restricted in width from east to west. In our 





[Jury 15, 199]. 


opinion the site seems small satisfactorily to 
accommodate this number of beds, especially 
if single-story wards are provided. : 

Mr. Edwin T. Hall, F.R.1.B.A., was the 


assessor. 


An Impression of the Exhibition. 
By a StupEnt oF Hospitat Desien. 


Having experienced the difficulti s of planning 
under set conditions, one always approaches the 
act of criticism in a spirit of diffidence and 
humility, especially when one is not too 
conversant with the difficulties of the problem 
of which one sees these hard-won solutions. 

No. 2, who sends in two schemes, has future 
wards in a position which would block air 
circulation in the main court, though his scheme 
is otherwise reasonable. It might be better 
extended upwards rather than outwards. 

No. 6 gives an. attractive-looking block plan, 
the drawings being somewhat violently coloured. 
In his detail planning he relies over much upon 
top light and borrowed light to his corridors. 

No. 7 shows a quite charming elevation, 
almost too quietly coloured. His out-patients’ 
department, though excellently planned, is 
rather far from the main road in view of the 
increasing importance of this arm of hospital 
work. His plan sits well on the site, though the 
existing work seems rather ignored. 

No. 8’s plan seems to consist of a series of 
small blocks not very well held together. 

No. 1 has rather divorced the existing building 
from the new work, which seems to consist 
of large blocks connected by long covered ways 
or corridors. 

No. 4 (the winner) equally ignores the axial 
lines ot the existing work, but connects it more 
ably with a compact plan having all wards to 
the south. In the elevations we have a savour 
of the work of fifteen years ago. 


-———_—_—— 


RURAL HOUSING. 





We have received the following letter from 
Mr. T. Bradford Ball, of Weston-super-Mare: 


Str,—The Housing Commissioner in Region 
G has sent round an agent to all the Chairmen 
and Clerks of Rural District Councils in his 
district not employing official architects to 
inform them that no more contracts for the 
erection of houses will be approved. Yet, on 
writing to the Commissioner, this is not defi- 
nitely stated, but a temporary hold-up in the 
interests of economy is suggested owing to 
falling prices, &c. 

At the same time, I am reliably informed that 
the Council of the best-housed urban district 
in the west of England, employing an official 
architect, is being urged to increase its housing 
scheme by 60 houses. They have already 
practically completed the original scheme of 
80 houses. The rural districts in the west cf 
England are notoriously badly housed, as many 
as 500 houses in one district being earmarked as 
unfit for human habitation under a recent 
examination ordered by the Ministry of Health. 

It is evident that economy is not the true 
reason for this obstruction, so we must look 
elsewhere for another. I believe the need for 
rural housing is too urgent for the Government 
to shelve it altogether, and it concerns all 
connected with the building industry to find out 
the Government’s intentions in the matter. 

The well-known partiality of the Government 
for officialism in all its forms induces me to 
guess that some new method of economy is to 
be put in hand as soon as the housing work 
carried on by private architects has been 
sufficiently delayed and discredited, by means of 
which rural housing will be transferred to 
officials, either by the Office of Works, or p« yssibly 
the county councils. Then all the staffs of the 
Housing Commissioners could be disp: nsed 
with, and places found for them under the new 
authorities without trouble, and a great economy 
(on paper) would be effected. 
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THE NEW PRESIDENT OF THE R.I.B.A. 


Mr. Pavt Warteruouse, F.S.A., the new 
President of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects, belongs to a family of architects. 
The son of Alfred Waterhouse, R.A., he was 
born at Manchester in 1861, and was educated 
at Eton and Balliol College, Oxford, where 
he was Captain (and Cox) of the College Fight 
and obtained an honours degree in classics. 
He served his pupilage with his father, whose 
partner he was for ten years. Alfred Water- 
house (who died in 1905) was disabled by ill- 
health in 1901, from which date to the present 
time Mr. Paul Waterhouse has been in inde- 
pendent practice. 

He has written and lectured extensively 
on architectural subjects and on London 
problems. He contributed a summary of the 
architectural history of Italy for Macmillan’s 
guide book of Italy, and has written many 





lives in the Dictionary of National Biography. 
He also made a number of drawings to illus- 
trate a book on Palestine, by Dr. W. Sanday, 
published in 1903, in which an effort was made 
to reconstruct disputed Biblical sites. He is a 
Life Trustee of Sir John Soane’s Museum. 

He was elected an Associate of the R.I.B.A. 
in 1889, having won an additional prize in the 
old Associateship examination, being second 
to the Ashpitel Prizeman of his year. In 1886 
he was awarded the Institute Silver Medal 
and twenty-five guineas for an essay on 
“ Pediments and Gables.”” He is Chairman 
of the Board of Architectural Education, and 
was for some time Honorary Secretary of the 
Literature Committee. From 1915 to 1919 he 
acted as Vice-President of the Institute, and he 
has also heen Vice-President oi the Architectural 
Association. He is a churchwarden and 
chairman of a parish council, and a Governor 
of Newbury Grammar School. He married 


in 1887 Lucy Grace, daughter of Sir Reginald 
Palgrave, K.C.B., and has one son, Mr. Michael 
Waterhouse, a new Associate Member of 
the R.I.B.A. Council (whose practice is largely 
in conjunction with his father’s), and two 
daughters. 

Mr. Waterhouse completed his father’s work 
at Liverpool University, University College Hos- 
pital, Girton College, Royal Infirmary, Liverpool, 
St. Mary’s Hospital, Manchester, the Prudential 
Office in Holborn, and other places. Since the 
period of his partnership with his father, his 
principal works are the University of Manchester 
(Botany Block and extensions of Chemical 
and Library Departments); Leeds University 
(Metallurgical, Electric, Arts, Botany, and 
other blocks); Oxford University (Organic 
Chemistry Laboratory) ; offices for the Pruden- 
tial Assurance Co. at Stockton, Stockport, 


Photo: Elliott & Fry. 
Mr. Paul Waterhouse, M.A., F.S.A. 
The New President of the Royal Institute of British Architects, 


Leicester, Aberdeen, Dunfermline, Grimsb y 
Darlington, and Middlesbrough; additions 
for the National Provincial and Union Bank of 
England at Bishop-gate (now in progress) ; 
extensions for the Refuge Assurance Co. at 
Manchester; new premises for Lloyds and 
National Provincial Foreign Bank at Paris 
and Brussels (now in progress); St. Francis’ 
Church, Hammerfield ; various domestic, cottage 
and church works at St. Andrews, Fite; the 
Tabernacle of the Blessed Sacrament at St. 
Mary Magdalene’s, Osnaburgh-street, London ; 
the Medical School of the University College 
Hospital, Gower-street, London ; premises for 
the Royal National Pension Fund for Nurses, 
Buckingham-street, Strand; premises for the 
London Salvage Corps; and the Atlas Office, 
Birmingham. Mr. Waterhouse has recently 
been appointed architect, in conjunction with 
Mr. George Hornblower, for the new buildings 
of University College Hospital, London. 


THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF 
BRITISH ARCHITECTS. 


THE following notes are from the Minutes of 
the meeting of the Council held on July 4 :— 


ARCHITECTS AND THE OFFICER OF Works.— 
The Council approved the resolution of the 
Liverpool Conference on the subject of the Office 
of Works, and referred it to the Office of Works 
Committee. 

THe AssocratEes’ Commirrer.—The Council 
granted financial assistance to the Associates’ 
Committee to enable it to consult provincial 
opinion on unification and registration. 

PROVINCIAL REPRESENTATIVES ON THE Prac- 
Trice Com™MitTEE.—The Council acted on a 
suggestion from the Conference of Representa- 
tives of Allied Societies to appoint provincial 
members on the Practice Committee and repre- 
sent important areas in the United Kingdom. 

InLecaAL Use or R.LB.A. Arrix.—Three 
cases were reported to the Council in which 
architects who were not members of the Royal 
Institute had made use of the R.1.B.A. affix. 

NATIONAL REGISTRATION OF PLUMBERS.— 
Mr. H. D. Searles-Wood was appointed to 
represent the R.I.B.A. on the General Council 
for the National Registration of Plumbers. 

INTERNATIONAL UNION AGAINST TUBERCU- 
rosis.—Mr. E. T. Hall and Mr. W. A. Pite were 
appointed to represent the R.LB.A. at the 
Conference of the International Union against 
Tuberculosis in London, July 26 to 28. 


ip 


EXHIBITION NOTES. 
THE ARCHITECTURAL ASSOCIATION. 


We could wish that architects would more 
readily take advantage of the opportunity 
offered to study the records of students’ work 
at the A.A., for these are amongst the influences 
which count in mounting the difficult stairs to a 
professional practice. The main part of the 
work is obviously directed to the building up of 
a knowledge and sense of style and keeping such 
as our long inheritance makes possible; we do 
not see much of the problems ot everyday life, 
whilst the design of big buildings and monuments 
does not, perhaps, reach so high a level as in the 
hands of older men who themselves : ucceed 
only fairly in these directions. Of the ability of 
the teachers and the earnestness of the students 
we must all feel assured, but it is impossible to 
avoid some wonderment as to whether we are 
all working in the best direction. It is in some 
respects a fine outcome of clever industry. In the 
first, second, and third years and diploma work 
we note the stages, but is not the second the 
most interesting? On the top floor we are glad to 
note the subjects in the Diploma Course : includ- 
ing interesting suggestions for town-planning, as 
in the remodelling of Hyde Park Corner and 
of Tottenham Court-road junction with Oxford- 
street, by 8. Natusch. The design for swim- 
ming bath, showing its decorative treatment, 
is clever ; and there is real merit in the National 
School of Music designed by Nicholas C. Mackey. 
We have seen nothing better of its kind than the 
delightful set of drawings of the Bruneleschi 
Cloisters at Santa Croce, Florence, by Miss E. G. 
Cooke (a travelling student), or her excellent 
drawing of the Centaur Fountain, Florence. 
On the first floor is the Upper School work 
(third year). Here are plaster models for 
fountains, all with merit; shop front designs 
(one by Mackey being noticeable); a good 
cottage and boathouse, by C. 8S. White; a 
vigorous, clever design for a Boundary Stone, 
by J. J. C. Shepherd; good life studies; door 
to village club; Institute of Arts and Sciences, 
&c.—all these reach a fairly high standard. 
On the ground floor is the Lower School work 
(second year). Here are several clever studies 
in composition of Greek, Roman, and Persian 
details; an excellent market-cross by R. S. 
Enthoven ; a good cottage by Bradddck; and 
some good museum studies. Several really 
excellent water-colour sketches are shown in 
the connecting gallery on the ground floor, 
and we must not overlook the pleasing memorial 
to an architect, by J. Burford, on the first floor. 
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SKETCH PLANS. 


Hillhead (Glasgow) High School Competition. 
Design placed first, by Mr. E. G. Wyte, A.R.I.B.A. (Messrs. Wright & Wylie). 
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HILLHEAD (NEW) HIGH SCHOOL COMPETITION, GLASGOW, 





TueRE is no class of building the planning 
of which in recent years has varied so much 
or so rapidly as that of public schools. The 
result of this is that we have schools com- 
paratively recently built which are already 
regarded as out of date and unsuitable, not 
because of constructional faults—many of them 
are only too substantial—but because they do 
not conform to changed theories as to hygienic 
conditions and administrative control. The 
net result of a study of recent school planning 
shows that while certain principles are gradually 
emerging we are still at the experimental 
stage, and that no general agreement has 
yet been arrived at. The Board of Education 
Rules are hopelessly out of date, if such a thing 
can be said regarding a document which is 
apparently also out of print, and the various 
district authorities tend more and more to 
evolve types of plans suited to their own theories 
and local conditions. This in itself is not a bad 
development provided it does not lead to the 
erection of an expensive building which may 
become a monument to a passing fad and an 
incubus on the rate-payers. 

Tt will be admitted that the same principles 
and theories should not govern the design of 
schools in large cities as are applicable to those 
for sural or suburban localities. The cost of 
sites and the congestion of surrounding buildings 
demand a different type of planning. Apart, 
however, from such reasonable local modifica- 
tions it is becoming more and more essential 
for education authorities to reach a common 
agreement as to general principles in order that 
those responsible for the designing of new 
schools (in particular where competitive effort 
is asked) may not waste their time and energies 
in a wrong direction. We think that such a 
general code could now be agreed on from the 
results of recent successful experiments. 

The Glasgow Education Authority has in 
recent years been a pioneer in the development 
of school planning, particularly in the use of 
the “open-air” class-room. Such schools as 
it has erected have, however, been either 
comparatively small or developed purely from 
a practical standpoint. When, therefore, the 
necessity arose for a new High School at Hill- 
head it was considered that a good opportunity 
had arisen for obtaining a building which, while 
embodying the results of experiments, would 
also be a sound architectural scheme. A 
competition was therefore promoted, with the 
best architectural advice, in two stages, ten 
sketch designs being selected from the First 
Stage (open competition), and ten architects 
of repute being invited in addition fur the 
Second Stage Competition. Each of these 
twenty competitors received an honora ium 
of £100, so that apparently the promot rs 
have realised the wisdom of spending money on 
a preliminary effort to obtain a good plan. The 
competitor placed first was, of course, to get the 
commission. The results obtained from this 
competition are now on view, but _ before 
judging the merits of the designs submitted 
it is necessary to bear in mind a few special 
features and difficulties which had to be over- 
come by the competitors. First, the site 
provided, while apparently admirable in shape, 
being a rectangle with its long axis approxi- 
mately north and south, is extremely difficult 
on account of the rapid fall from west to east 
and gradual fall from south to north, which 
give differences in level between the highest 
and the lowest point of about 30 ft. Second, 
it was proposed to erect only one half of the 
complete scheme in the first instance, and this 
had to be placed on the northern half of the site. 
Third, the desire was expressed in the conditions 
that the amenity of the district (a residential 
one) should be preserved. Fourth, the school 
was to be a mixed one, that is, boys and girls 
would be mixed in the class-rooms, but other- 
wise kept separate. 

The principles to be adhered to in planning 
this particular school, while not definitely 
stated, were presumably to be inferred from 
the examples of recently erected schools in the 
district, which competitors were recommended 





tostudy. That this study should have produced 
such diverse results and apparent contradictions 
in planning only serves once again to emphasise 
the necessity for a clear statement of essential 
principles and intentions by promoters of 
competitions. The labours of many of the 
competitors appear to have been wasted in 
attempting to comply with principles which, 
judging by the results, are of little or no impor- 
tance. The principal characteristic of the 
type schools was their open-air class-rooms. 
These class-rooms were easily obtained with 
schools only one storv high, but a successful 
method of obtaining them in schools having 
upper floors had been evolved by the Authority 
by means of a sliding glazed screen opening to 
an open corridor. The essential point, however, 
for the success of the scheme would appear 
to be that the open or corridor side of the 
class-room should face the sun during class 
hours, as with any other position for the open 
side of class-room the children would be sitting 
in a cold draught, the natural movement of 
the air being towards the sun-warmed side 
in any building. This apparently essential 
requirement has been well met in the type 
plans, and it is therefore rather astonishing 
to find that the successful competitor in this 
competition apparently ignores it and that the 
assessor considers it of minor importance. 
It must be admitted that nearly all the com- 
petitors have taken the same view, most of 
them allowing the corridor to work in just 
as it would in a closed corridor type of school. 

The exhibited designs show great variety of 
shape and treatment, and it is evident that those 
selected from the First Competition were repre- 
sentative of types. These designs are naturally 
more interesting than those from invited com- 
petitors, as they show the tendency of the 
assessor's judgment. From the study of them 
and the final selection it is evident that the 
scheme favoured was one of an open shape 
avoiding any enclosed courts or playgrounds 
and giving the form of a double Y, such as the 
selected one, an E, oran H. The advantage of 
quadrangular planning and circulation was 
evidently thought to be less than that of free 
air ventilation, even though the areas enclosed 
were large. Also, the assessor did not consider 
a high building objectionable, as several selected 
schemes, including the winner’s, have four full 
stories with basements in addition. This four 
story arrangement has been, of course, a big 
advantage to those who adopted it. It has 
given them a less cube and—apparently—tess 
cost, while the space available tor playgrounds, 
etc., is much increased. 

The selected design, by Mr. E. G. Wylie 
(Messrs. Wright & Wylie , illustrated on page 72, 
is an extremely clever and compact plan 
in the shape of a double Y, dividing the site 
longitudinally. It meets some of the difficul- 
ties of the problem very simply and econom cally, 
but it also possesses some very obvious and 
grave defects. Its great merits, apart from its 
simplicity, are that it divides the site in a very 
suitable manner for playgrounds and garden 
space, and it avoids anything in the nature of an 
enclosed court or well. Cross ventilation is 
obtained in all parts of the building, while the 
scheme readily adapts itself to the building of 
a first portion only. The placing ot staircases, 
cloakrooms and lavatories is admirable for 
supervision, though in practice may turn out 
to be somewhat congested, as all traffic in the 
school is concentrated on two points having 
each two stairs and entrances. with practically 
one common landing on each floor. The princi- 
pal defects are, we think the four story arrange- 
ment, which, even in a city is scarcely desirable. 
Such a high and massive structure can scarcely 
be considered as adding to the amenity of the 
district, while constructionally it will necessitate 
a much more substantial, and therefore expen- 
sive and permanent, type of building. Very 
little regard has been paid to levels, and’ the 
plan is one suited more to a level site than the 
extreme slopes of the ground on which it is to 
be placed. The principal internal defect is the 
position of ‘the assembly hall, or rather the fact 
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that it cuts the plan in two and must be used 
as a passageway between the two halves of the 


completed building. It is a defect inevitable 
to the simple open type of plan adopted, but 
apparently the assessor has considered that the 
economical plan and the other merits of the 
design have outweighed its disadvantages. 
In judging as to the gravity of this defect it 
should, however, be borne in mind that the 
conditions suggested the possibility of the 
complete school being divided into Junior-and 
Senior sections, and the authors have evidently 
taken the view that this would do away with 
nearly all cross traffic between the two 
halves of the building. Even allowing for this, 
we think many authorities would consider the 
defect a fatal one, as it is bound to limit the 
usefulness of the hall and hamper the working 
of the school. No other competitor has had 
the courage to adopt such a bold departure from 
modern principles of school planning, but it has 
“come off” in this case and is, in fact, the 
foundation of the simple scheme obtained. We 
consider that another material defect is the 
aspect of many of the class-rooms and the 
relationship of the open corridors to them. 
As before stated, these corridors have been 
placed without regard to open air conditions, 
as demonstrated in the “type” plans and 
apparently desired by the promoters. Minor 
defects are the dead ends of corridors, the 
inadequate staff lavatories shown, and the 
fact that no latrines are available for the play- 
grounds, the nearest available being up one 
stairway in the building. Thegymnasia are some- 
what scattered, one, at least, being almost 
buried underground, while the lecture rooms 
on the ground floor are far from the science 
rooms on the top floor. The position of the 
boiler house will involve carting up a steep street. 

Taking next the other designs selected from 
the First Competition, we find a considerable 
variety in type. It is not possible to deal with 
them in detail, but a few notes regarding their 
outstanding features may be of interest. 

We understand, unofficially, that Messrs. 
Reid & Forbes were placed second to the 
selected design, while Messrs. Clifford & Lunan 
were third. The former have an H-shaped plan 
leaving playgrounds at north and south ends 
of site. It is a much smaller looking school 
than most of the other designs, and somewhat 
congested. Only two staircases are shown for 
the whole building, and only one in the first 
portion, which would be an impossible arrange- 
ment either for practical acquirements or to 
meet the conditions and building by-laws. 

Messrs. Clifford & Lunan’s plan is E-shaped, 
with the open arms stretching to the east and 
the main entrances from the west side (Ann- 
street). Asa complete scheme it is good, but the 
first portion only does not divide the ground 
up well, nor will the natural slope of the ground 
adapt itself well for levelling off to form play- 
grounds. 

Mr. Murray’s scheme is the nearest of any in 
general idea to the selected design. It shows 
the same longitudinal division with a centre 
block running north and south, but the class- 
room wings are placed at right angles to it at 
the extremities of the site instead of running 
obliquely to the corners, the whole giving a 
flattened H-shape. It is more orthodox in 
planning, particularly at the entrance and 
assembly hall, but the lavatories are congested 
and the detail planning confused. 

Messrs. Oollcutt & Hamp have designed 
a quadrangular building divided north and 
south with a centre block and entered from 
Glasgow-street. It is placed almost entirely 
on the north half of site, leaving the south half 
for playgrounds. It gives, unfortunately, much 
too congested a type of building, the internal 
courts or wells being much too small for their 
height. 

All the foregoing schemes are, like the selected 
one, four or more stories high, and, we think, 
objectionable on that account, but they score 
on block plan with smaller building areas. 

Mr. Webber’s plan follows the outline of site 
with one large quadrangle in the centre used as 
playgrounds, while Mr. Naseby Adams has a 
long, narrow quadrangle plan set back so as 





74 GRE THE BUILDER Kar 


to leave playgrounds on the low ground to the 


east. Both schemes show direct and simple 
planning. Mr. Braddock’s scheme is also well 


arranged in detail, but too much of the enclosed 
court type. It has a straight frontage to Wilson- 
street, with three courts, one at each side and 
one behind the central hall, and the play- 
grounds work in on the high ground at the 
back. The latter are somewhat small in area. 

Mr. Pearson’s design is remarkable and unique 
in that it is to a large extent a one-story building 
(two stories to the low ground) of a double 
quadrangular form. It says much for the 
author’s skill that he should have managed to 
evolve a practicable plan of this type to satisfy 
the same requirements that other competitors 
found four stories necessary to meet. The 
playground courts are somewhat small, but 
not nearly so objectionable as those of other 
schemes which have larger ones but higher 
surrounding buildings. The corridor between 
rooms in the two end wings is, of course, scarcely 
in accordance with the suggested requirements. 
Mr. Ross’s scheme is too complicated, and has 
many faults in detail. 

The invited competitors’ designs are in most 
instances variations of the types of the selected 
ones, and their general quality is satisfactorily 
high. There are two E-shape plans (similar 
to Messrs. Clifford & Lunan’s), those of Messrs. 
Paterson & Stoddart and Messrs. Fairley & 
Mackay, but they do not quite attain the same 
simplicity of shape or compactness in detail. 
Mr. Matthew Adams’ scheme is also E-shape, 
but with the open ends to the west. The play- 
grounds are somewhat broken up with pro- 
jections from the main buildiygs. 

Mr. Curtis Green has a very simple U-shape 
plan open to the east, and with space left to 
the north and south for playgrounds. This 
plan looks as if it could scarcely contain all the 
required accommodation. A notable point about 
it is that the arrangement of class-rooms and 





Maldens and Coombe Urban District Council Housing Scheme: Lay-out Plan. 








corridors is according to that of the “‘ type” 
plans, the presumed importance of which has 
already been mentioned. The class-rooms all 
face south with the corridors along the south 
side, the two wings being unsymmetrically 
similar. Messrs. Keppie & Henderson have 
also considered this matter of prime importance, 
and have arranged all their class-rooms accord- 
ingly. Their plan differs from others in arrang- 
ing the buildings into a front three-story block 
on the low ground containing administrative, 
science and special subject rooms with two- 
story class room blocks at the back dividing 
and enclosing the playgrounds. The dining 
accommodation is well isolated, but the whole 
scheme suffers from the attempt to meet 
requirements which the assessor evidently 
considered were of minor importance. 

Messrs. Watson. Salmond & Gray have a 
simple double quadrangular plan enclosing the 
playgrounds, while Mr. Balfour’s plan is like 
Mr. Braddock’s except that he sets back the 
whole building so as to give playgrounds in 
front to the east. 

Mr. Dickie’s scheme is also a quadrangular 
one set back to give playgrounds to the east, 
but not sufficiently so to give a satisfactory 
area. The same defect is apparent in Mr. 
Maxwell Ayrton’s lay-out, in which the build- 
ings cover nearly ail the site and are roughly 
square in shape divided by cross blocks leaving 
four internal courts or wells. 

The external architectural treatment of the 
designs submitted is as varied as the planning, 
from the bare, almost brutal, simplicity of 
Messrs. Clifford & Lunan’s brick or concrete 
structure to the collegiate Gothic of Mr. Murray’s 
stone fagades. The selected design has a well- 
studied brick treatment admirably shown in 
a fine pen and ink perspective. Most of the 
competitors have adopted similar construction, 
as this was almost suggested by the require- 
ments of economy. 





























Mr. W. B. Sincvatr, F.R.1.B.A. Architect. 
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Mr. Braddock, Mr. Webber, and Messrs. 
Watson, Salmond & Gray have achieved a, 
classical simplicity and. breadth of treatment,, 
while Messrs. Keppie & Henderson have a well-- 
massed frontage with rather less severe treat. 
ment. Messrs. Colleutt & Hamp’s scheme has 
necessitated a very high, almost tower-like, 
treatment, suggestive of anything but school 
architecture, which is in violent contrast to 
the low frontages obtained by Mr. Pearson. 
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Birmingham Archzological Society. 

Under the leadership of the President, Mr.. 
John Humphreys, F.S.A., the members of the 
Birmingham Archeological Society last week 
visited Bromsgrove, Grafton Manor, Badgecourt, 
and Purshall Hall. The monuments in Broms- 
grove Church were described by Mr. Humphre s. 
The first of these is a fine alabaster monument 
at the east-end of the orth aisle, which was 
erected by the Lady. Alianora Stafford to the 
memory of her husband, Sir Humphrey Stafford. 
Lying against the north wall of the chancel is: 
an alabaster tomb, a good illustration of late: 
Perpendicular work bearing the effigy of the 
wife of Sir Gilbert Talbot. A third monument 
in the north aisle represents the effigies of Sir 
John Talbot, son of Sir Gilbert, lying between 
his two wi es. Grafton Manor was subsequently 
visited by the party. This, for 250 years, was 
the home of the Earls of Shrewsbury. The old 
house and chapel were viewed, together with th - 
Elizabethan gardens and ox-house. The party 
then drove to Badgecourt, where were seen some 
fine panelled rooms and enamelled tiles, and 
painted shields with coats-of-arms of the 
Wyntours of Studdington. The party then 
went on to Purshall Hall now a farm-house. 
The Hall contains a secret chapel, with altar 
in the roof used in the times of the Roman 
Catholic persecution. 
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ILLUSTRATIONS. 


Dover Patrol Memorial and Other Sketches. 

THE significant memorial to the Dover 
Patrol, which Sir Aston Webb has designed, 
is to be unveiled by the Prince of Wales on the 
26th, and a visit to St. Margaret’s Bay the 
other day resulted in two or three studies of 
this memorial in relation to its surroundings. 
It will be seen from the sketches that the 
obelisk forms a dominating object above the 
charming little bay and white cliffs, and is so 
placed that all cross-Channel traffic has it full 
in view, whilst a similar memorial on the French 
coast could be seen from this side during the 
wonderful period of visibility we have had 
lately. The obelisk is just under 90 ft. 
high. The beautiful little bay at St. Margaret’s 
is hardly to be surpassed on the south coast. 
In the quaint little village a little way back 
from the cliffs stands one of the most in- 
teresting Norman churches in the country. 
The nave is almost as perfect as when first built, 
except for a terrible, high-pitched, varnished 
roof. It is well to see how simply and pleasantly 
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“Commen Hill,’ Cricklade, Wilts, Mr. H. Cuavwick Wunpr y, Arc -ite.t. 
{A perspective view of this house, at the R.A. Exhibition, is given this week.] 
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the fine old west doorway has been protected 
by a gable shelter between the buttresses. The 
Norman carving was evidently executed by 
skilled craftsmen, and the sketch shows one of 
the interesting capitals in the nave arcade. 
The old tombstone is a fine bit of effective 
carving. At Upper Deal and at Ringwold are 
one or two good examples of English Renaissance 
architecture. The tower at Upper Deal is a 
fine example of late seventeenth-century work, 
and inside the church is a curious and very 
interesting jumble of all periods. At Ringwold 
one has the not unpleasant interposition of 
pedimented brick windows in the Gothic 
tower. Our English countryside has an inex- 
haustible store of material for rambling sketches, 
more than enough to last one another forty 
years and to make another ten thousand. 
T. Rarries Davison. 





Proposed Offices, Gray’s Inn-road. 

The perspective is of the frontage to Gray’s 
Inn-road offices and accommodation for the 
direction of a large garage and motor works 
which are to be erected in separate contracts 
for Messrs. Hearn Brothers. The administration 
buildings on the ground floor are intended to be 
faced with Sussex stocks, with dressings of 
reconstructed stone. The upper portions of the 
building above ground floor are to be stocks or 
Flettons finished with roughcast and _ recon- 
structed stone dressings. This will form part 
of a separate contract. The architects are 
Messrs. W. E. Riley & Glanfield, FF.R.I.B.A., 
of 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s Inn, W.C. ; 
and our illustration is from an exhibit at the 
Royal Academy. 





Stowell Park, Gloucestershire. 

The Badminton Court is erected on the site 
of some old stables, and is designed te harmonise 
with the west wing of the mansion to which it is 
connected by a corridor on the north side, and 
completes the enclosure of the Green Court, one 
of the most secluded and restful parts of the 
gardens. In common with all the alterations 


and additions carried out since 1910 for the 
‘Right Hon. the Earl of Eldon at Stowell Park, 
his Gloucestershire seat, this building was carried 
out by the estate workmen and proved a most 
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successful experiment in the application of the 
older methods of building and craftsmanship. 
The stone was quarried locally and worked in 
sttu. 

The work was designed by and carried out 
under the personal supervision of Mr. Sydne. 
Tatchell, F.R.I.B.A., of the firm of Bourchier, 
Tatchell & Galsworthy, of London. 

An interior view was given last week. 





Proposed Flats, Meadow Way Green, 
Letch worth. 

These buildings are designed to complete 
a scheme the first part of which was carried 
out some years ago on the opposite side of the 
road. The whole would form a quadrangle, 
the centre laid out with grass and flower beds. 
The buildings consist of small flats, with a 
common dining hall and kitchen offices. 
Each flat has a living-room and one or 
two bedrooms, a small scullery with gas cooker 
and suite; each is provided with accommoda- 
tion for fuel and cycles, and with a little private 
garden space in additior to the common garden 
for the whole block. While intended chiefly 
to meet the needs of ladies of limited means, the 
scheme aims generally at providing homes in 
congenial surroundings as cheaply as possible 
for members of the large class who find their 
incomes reduced by present-day conditions. 

Mr. Courtnay M. Crickmer, F.R.1.B.A., is 
the architect. 





Proposed Housing Scheme, Ballard Estate, Maldens 
and Coombe. 

The site of this scheme is in open country on 
a gently sloping piece of ground, bounded on one 
side by a picturesque and well-wooded brook. 
Ample open spaces have been provided by over 
two acres being set apart for public spaces and 
greens. The planning of the lay-out has been 
governed partly oy the existence of a sewage 
system over the site, the position ot the approach 
roads, and the provision of a five-acre site for 
a secondary school. 

The scheme provides for 112 houses, 70 per 
cent. of parlour type and 30 per cent. non- 
parlour type. The house plans include pairs of 
north and south aspect and block of four in each 

type and two groups 
of five houses. The 
__Il monotony of white 
, roughcast throughout 
a scheme has been re- 
cognised, and this will 
be avoided by utilising 
a local wire-cut brick 
which has good even- 
facing qualities and will 
result in economy of 
price over the cost of 
common bricks— and 
rougheast finish. 
Mr. W. Braxton Sin- 
clair, F.R.1.B.A., of 31, 
Charing Cross, 8.W., 
the architect. 


Girvan Cottage Hospital. 
We are informed by 
Mr. Andrew W. Allan, 
ot 52, Saint Enoch- 
square, Glasgow, that 
rustic slates supplied by 
him were used for the 
roofing of the Girvan 
Cottage Hospital, illus- 
trated in our issue for 
on duly 1. 
| a oe 


MEETINGS. 


| Saturpay, July 16. 
Royal Institute of 
i | | British Architects. — 
ams | 6th ee, Oe See 
Whiteley Village 
Homes, near Walton, 
Surrey. Leave Con- 
duit-street, W. 1, at 
2 p.m. 
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CLASS ‘‘B’”’? HOUSES. 
Maldens & Ceombe Urban District Council Housing Scheme. 
Mr. W. B. Srncratr, F.R.I.B.A., Architect. (See p. 75.) 
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R.A. EXHIBITION. 
‘“*Common Hill,’’ Cricklade, Wilts. 





Mr. H. Cuapwick WINDLEy, Architect. 


a Th Bt Ta Ta ty 


: — 
fe) fF 
Lie 








Proposed Ladies’ Flats, Letchworth 





Mr. Courtnay M. Crickmer, F.R.1.B.A., Architect. (See p. 7&.) 
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CLASS ‘‘ A” HOUSES. 
Maldens & Coombe Urban District Council Heusing Scheme. 
Mr. W. B. Sincrair, F.R.1I.B.A., Architect. (See p. 75.) 
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PRIZE DISTRIBUTION. 


THE annual prize distribution of the Archi- 
tectural Association School of Architecture was 
held at 35, Bedford-square, W.C., on Friday 
last week. The prize: were distributed by 
Mr. Ernest Newton, C.B.F., R.A., F.R.I.B.A. ; 
and a large number of students, members and 
friends were present. 

The chair was occupied by Mr. W. G. NEwTon 
(President of the Association), who, in opening 
the proceedings, referred to the work of the 
School. The past year, he said, had been a very 
important one in the history of the School, 
because it was the first normal working year 
since the war. The period of the war had been 
a very difficult one, and the number of prizes 
and studentships that were to be distributed 
and the students’ work then on exhibition were 
a great tribute to the work of Mr. Robert 
Atkinson (Director) and Mr. H. M. Robertson 
(Principal) and the other masters and members 
of the staff. One of the most striking events in 
architectural education during the past year was 
the extension by the Board of Architectural 
Education of the privilege of practical exemption 
from the Final Examination of the R.1.B.A 
to schools of a sufficiently high standard, and 
the A.A. School was one of the two which had 
been recognised first for that honour. Among 
the honours gained by students of the School 
during the past year were the Rome Scholarship 
by Mr. Pierce ; the Jarvis Scholarship by Mr. 
Armstrong ; the Tite Prize by Mr. Holt; and 
the Victory Scholarship by Mr. Woodhouse. 
The development of the Atelier, which was now 
getting into its stride under the direction of 
Mr. Bradshaw, was being watched with interest, 
and he urged the students to keep up their 
faculty of the quick solution of problems when 
they left the School by keeping in touch with the 
Atelier ; by doing so they would keep in touch 
not only with the design side of architecture but 
also with the social side, which was, perhaps, 
almost as important. The monthly meetings of 
the Association had been a great success, and 
many distinguished people had attended and 
talked to them ; the dining room had also been 
very successful, no Jess than 54,000 meals having 
been served. The students recently had the 
idea of entertaining the Council of the R.I.B.A., 
and that event helped to maintain the cordial 
relations that had always existed between the 
Institute and the Association. The Association 
needed the cordial support of the profession. 
It was the first and only school run by architects 
for architects, and it presented the extra- 
ordinary spectacle of a number of architects 
giving up a great deal of time and sometimes 
money in order to help on students who would 
in course of time become professional rivals. 
At present there were about 200 students in the 
School, which had no university endowment 
and no large financial resources to draw upon. 
But there was a large debt, and money was also 
wanted for the development of education, for 
scholarships, and for the improvement of the 
library and equipment. Debentures had been 
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issued and up to date £15,450 had been sub- 
scribed, and so far £6,570 had been subscribed 
in response to the appeal for an endowment 
fund. Sir Henry Holloway had generously 
given £5,000 for the endowment of scholarships 
at the Architectural Association, and there was 
a great field for builders to help the cause of 
architectural education in this direction; it 
would be a fine thing if the builders could be 
interested in architectural education. The 
Duke of Westminster had also been approached 
and had given a donation, and, with the aid of 
the suave personality of Mr. Yerbury (Secretary) 
they hoped to approach other dukes in the 
near future. 


ADDRESS TO STUDENTS. 


In his address to the students, Mr. Ernest 
Newton said students of architecture to-day 
enjoyed many advantages denied to their pre- 
decessors. One of the greatest of those advan- 
tages was working together as a community, 
affording, as it did, endless opportunities for 
discussing with men of diverse gifts and views 
not on'y the problems of the moment and the 
architecture of the future but, most fascinating 
of all, the faults and shortcomings of former 
generations. At the Architectural Association 
School students would be taught, as a matter 
of course, many things that architects hitherto 
had had to acquire with pain and difficulty 
after their days of apprenticeship were over. 
In the same way the students would have 
to acquire many things which could not be 
taught in schools when they came face to face 
with the actual problems of building. But 
they would be well equipped by their wide and 
thorough instruction to tackle and master all 
those problems as they presented themselves. 
It might perhaps be possible for many students 
when they had completed their course at the 
School to spend a year on a building—the 
bigger thé better—working with a good foreman. 
That would be an invaluable experience, 
showing them, amongst other things, how 
those troublesome spaces sometimes left blank 
on sections of design problems were filled in. 
They would also learn what a splendid fellow 
a good foreman was, and how much he knew 
and could do. Architects who were brought 
up in the old way had their special advantages 
too. Those who had the privilege of serving 
their time under men like Norman Shaw, 
Bodley, Scott, Pearson, and others, not only 
had the direct inspiration of giants but were 
working on drawings of buildings and in an 
atmosphere of actual building problems. There 
was, perhaps, for an architect no joy like that 
of seeing for the first time something he had 
designed on paper being actually built. Those, 
however, who served their apprenticeship in 
less fortunate surroundings often found them- 
selves after a term of years not only poorer 
in pocket but very lightly equipped for the 
practice of an art bristling with difficulties, 
and one for which universal knowledge was 
hardly too much. They would want a large 
stock of enthusiasm to start with, as they 
would find that their calling made devastating 
drafts on their capital. Their advantages 
were great, and the fine collection of drawings 
hung on the walls showed how fully they had 
profited by them. The older men in the 
profession would watch the students’ careers 
with keen interest, and if the old system, or 
want of system, produced such men as he had 
mentioned, and the many other great architects 
of earlier times still, they might be sure the 
profession would expect super-architecture 
from the students at the present-day schools, 
and they would not be disappointed. 


SCHOLARSHIPS AND PRIZES. 


Mr. Ernest Newton then distributed the 
scholarships and prizes for 1921, as follows :— 

Pustic ScHoot ENTRANCE SCHOLARSHIP 
(value £63): Mr. R. T. Westenday (Charter- 
house). 

Open ENTRANCE SCHOLARSHIP (value £63): 
Mr. W. E. Palmer (Royal Masonic School). 

A.A. Essay Prize (value £10 10s.): Miss L 
M. Chambers. 


[Jury 15, 199). 


First-Year Course. 


First Prizz (“ Howard Colls” Trayellin 
Studentship, value £15 15s.): Mr. A. E. Cummaan 

Seconp Prize (books, value £5 5s.): Mp 
R.- F. Orfeur. : 

Art Sussects (value £3 3s.): 
Orfeur. 

GENERAL ProGrREss (books, value £2 2s,): 
Mr. FE. Walmsley Lewis. , 

ScHoLarsaip TENABLE FoR ONE Yeap 1x 
SeconD-YEAR CoursE (value £63): Mr. L, J. 
Young. 


Mr. R. BF. 


Second-Year Course. 


First Prize (A.A. Travelling Studentship 
value £26 5s.): Mr. R. E. Enthoven. , 

Srconp Prize (books, value £10 10s.): Hon, 
H. A. Pakington. 

Art Sussects (books, value £5 5s.): Mr. 
R. E. Enthoven. 

GENERAL Progress (books, value £3. 3s.) ; 
Mr. A. S. Knott.. 

ScHOLARSAHIP TENABLE FOR ONE YEAR IN 
Tuirp- YEAR CouRSE (value £63): Mr. L. R. 


Hiscock. 
Third-Year Course. 


First Prize (“ Henry Florence ” Travelling 
Studentship, value £50): Mr. J. C. Shepherd. 

SEconp Prize (books, value £21): Mr. (. 
G. C. Hyslop. 

TairD Prizk (books, value £15 15s.): Mr 
C. S. White. 

GENERAL ProcREss (books, value £5 5s.): 
Mr. M. R. H. Harris. 

“HENRY Jarvis” SCHOLARSHIP (given by 
R.1.B.A., value £50): Mr. E. U. Channon. 

“ ALEC STANHOPE ForseEs” Prize (for best 
colour work during year, books, value £5): Mr. 
K. D. P. Murray. 

ScHoLarsHie TENABLE FOR ONE YEAR IN 
Fourta- YEAR GRADUATE CouRSE (value £63): 
Mr. D. Petrovitch. 


Fourth-Year Course. 
Design : First Prize’(value £5 5s.): Miss E. 


G. Cooke; Second Prize (value £3 3s.): Mr. 
W. Percik. 
CONSTRUCTION (value £5 5s.): Mr. N. C. 


Mackey. 
CoLour (value £3 3s.): Mr. Cecil Smith. 


Fifth-Year Course. 


DEsIG@Nn (value £5 5s.): Mr. Stanley Natusch. 

Town PLANNING : First Prize (value £5 53.): 
Mr. Stanley Natusch; Second Prize (value 
£3 3s.): Mr. C. M. Masters. 

Mr. Ernest Newton also congratulated 
Messrs. Stanley Natusch, J. H. White, and 
Bernard George, on gaining the A.A. Diplomar, 
which have been awarded this year for the first 
time. 


In moving a vote of thanks to Mr. Ernest 
Newton, Mr. Rosert ATKINSON (Director of 
Education, A.A. School) said a great deal of the 
success of the School was due to the spirit of 
competition in which the students worked, and 
to the fact that very largely they managed their 
own affairs; the masters simply stood in the 
background and pushed out those students who 
were not fitted to go on. During the past year 
the gaps in the educational system had been 
filled, and the introduction of the fourth and 
fifth-year courses had filled a long-felt want, 
particularly in the direction of construction 
and decoration, in which architects had been 
so much at the mercy of specialists in the past. 
The Association was happy in having the son 
of such an emirent architect as Mr. Ernest 
Newton for its President. 

Mr. H. M. RosBeErtson, in seconding the vote, 
said he would like to pay a tribute to the 
immense enthusiasm the students brought to 
the social side of the school. The interesting 
social events that were organised had a strong 
moral effect, and a strong effect on the work. 
He thought that was why the A.A. School, 
spite of the progress of other schools, would 
always have a definite character of its own. 

The vote was passed with acclamation, and 
the proceedings terminated by an inspection of 
the exhibition of students’ work that had been 
arranged on the premises. 
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THE HOUSING DEBACLE. 


Br &. J.-B. 


Tue history of the Government’s housing 
scheme is & tale of an inglorious failure and 
wasted opportunity. Now that the whole 
enterprise has definitely collapsed, and the 
Government has repudiated its erstwhile 
ledges to a gullible electorate, it may be 
of interest to trace the inception, develop- 
ment, and collapse of the scheme, and 
examine the disastrous position in which the 
country is now placed as a result of the 
sudden determination of the Government 
to abandon its programme just at a moment 
when it might reasonably be expected that 
some return would accrue from a vast ex- 
penditure of energy and money. It is fruit- 
less at this juncture to consider the policy 
of subsidising housing. The principle was 
accepted by Parliament and therefore, in 
theory at any rate, it was consistent with 
the wishes of the country. 

As early as 1917 preparations for a 
national housing programme were com- 
menced, and in order that the Government 
might have expert advice on the matter a 
committee was appointed, under the chair- 
manship of Sir Tudor Walters, M.P., with 
a reference ‘‘ to consider questions of build- 
ing construction in connection with the 
provision of dwellings for the working 
classes in England and Wales, and report 
upon methods of securing economy and 
despatch in the provision of such dwell- 
ings.” Later, Scotland was also included. 
In October, 1918, the committee issued 
its now famous report, most of the recom- 
mendations of which were embodied in the 
Housing and Town-Planning, etc., Act, 
1919, or in the subsequent regulations 
arising from the Act. 

In the early part of 1919 eleven Regional 
offices were opened in various centres in 
order to decentralise the working of the 
Act, which became law on July 3, 1919, 
and to help local authorities to prepare 
and carry through their schemes. These 
offices were each in charge of a Commis- 
sioner, assisted by a technical staff of 
architects, inspectors and quantity sur- 
veyors. At headquarters, likewise, the ser- 
vices of experts were obtained, mostly men 
who were fired with enthusiasm for the 
work and inspired by the high standards 
which the Ministry of Health (then the 
Local Government Board) set out to 
achieve. At the same time the Local 
Government Board issued its first ‘‘ Manual 
on the Preparation of State-Aided Housing 
Schemes.” In this volume the new 
standards were clearly set out. Houses 
with back projections were forbidden, ade- 
quate ventilation was insisted upon, aspect 
became a matter of importance, the density 
of houses was restricted to twelve to the 
acre, and endless rows of devastatingly 
hideous terraces were ineligible for State 
assistance. These were some of the reforms 
that the department set out to achieve, 
and other countries looked to England with 
admiration at its courageous attack upon 
the most vital item of social reform and 
post-war reconstruction. Furthermore, it 
Was not only the provision of new houses 
that received attention, but also the work 
under Parts I and II of the Act, viz., the 
temolition of unfit houses and slum clear- 
aces, became the subject of further ex- 
cellent Manuals, likewise the conversion of 
houses into flate. 


But there were many difficulties to be 
overcome. The chief of these were apathy 
on the part of the local authorities and a 
mistrust of the promises of the Govern- 
ment to limit the local liability to a rate 
not exceeding one penny in the £, and 
a shortage of labour and materials. The 
first of these difficulties was overcome by 
dint of hard work on the part of the 
Ministry's staff, who inspected _ sites, 
examined, and often recast, lay-out and 
house plans, attended council and com- 
mittee meetings, and generally aroused 
enthusiasm and allayed suspicion. In order 
to assist in the alleviation of the other 
difficulties the D.B.M.S. bought materials 
and entered into contracts with brickmakers 
and other builders’ merchants; also a com- 
mittee was appointed, known as: the 
‘‘ Standardisation and New Methods of 
Construction Committee,’’ which did valu- 
able work in examining substitute materials 
and new methods of construction which 
were approved whenever possible for use 
on assisted schemes. In this way the 
shortage of material was alleviated, and, 
indirectly, the labour shortage, since in 
many of the new systems it was possible to 
substitute unskilled for skilled labour. 

In the early spring of 1920 a viggrous 
campaign was launched by the Ministry 
of Health to endeavour to persuade local 
authorities to increase their schemes and 
to obtain tenders, so that building opera- 
tions might be as extensive as possible 
during the building months of that year. 
As a result of this campaign the number 
of approved tenders increased in the three 
months ending March 31 from 16,000 to 
85,500 houses. Then came the financial 
difficulty. Local authorities, whose rateable 
value exceeded £200,000, and who were, 
therefore, unable to borrow money from 
the Public Works Loan Commissioners, 
found themselves unable to raise sufficient 
capital to finance their schemes. The issue 
of Housing Bonds was therefore decided 
upon. This again entailed much hard work, 
and great assistance was given to the 
scheme by the Press. Meetings were or- 
ganised all over the country, and catch 
phrases, such as ‘‘ Local Patriotism! ”’ 
‘* Homes for Heroes!’ ‘‘ An Al Nation!” 
were uttered from numberless platforms 
by people of all shades of political opinion. 
The result was by no means unsatisfactory. 
By the beginning of June Bradford had 
raised £550,000, Bolton £490,000, New- 
castle-on-Tyne £250,000, and very soon 
most municipalities had obtained sufficient 
funds for their immediate needs. 

Meanwhile work was progressing. It was 
impossible to travel far without encounter- 
ing a scheme in progress, and _ local 
authorities began to vie with one another 
in an endeavour to expedite the work. 
Prices, however, continued to rise, reaching 
their maximum in about November of last 
year, and the Ministry began to realise that 
an effort must be made to bring prices down 
before entering upon new commitments. 
This was a wise decision, for it was 
naturally assumed that, as the industry 
became more stable and certain material 
began to cheapen, there would be a con- 
siderable fall in contractors’ prices, and 
then a fresh attack would be -launched in 
the spring of this year and the great 
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machine of national housing would be once 
more accelerated. This comparison of the 
housing enterprise to a piece of machinery 
is a good one, for in order to overcome the 
enormous initial inertia a ‘vast amount of 
fuel was required, the nature of which has 
been indicated, but which also included 
such further items as the publication of 
Housing, the printing of innumerable forms, 
the collection and collation of statistics, 
the publication of weekly, fortnightly and 
monthly returns, and the like, all of which 
can be translated into terms of currency. 
But, to continue the analogy, once a suffi- 
cient pressure of steam has been obtained 
the machine will gather impetus and ac- 
celerate, justifying the initial consumption 
of fuel. If, however, the machine be 
stopped so soon as it begins to gather way, 
the outlay represents so much wasted 
energy and money. But this is precisely 
what the Government has chosen to do. 
Local authorities who have been urged, 
cajoled, and forced, into building houses and 
preparing schemes are now told that under 
no. circumstances may they enter into new 
contracts, and wherever possible they must 
curtail the schemes on which they have 
already embarked. 

It must be remembered that under the 
terms of the Act, financial assistance was 
to have been given for schemes carried out 
prior to July 31, 1922; yet on September 30, 
1921, nine of the Regional offices are to 
It is, then, no postponement, but an 
abandonment. By September 30 about 150 
members of the technical staff of the 
Ministry will have relinquished their ap- 
pointments. The position, nationally, is 
a serious one. By the end of June the 
number of houses in signed contracts was 
160,200, yet at the end of January 57,516 
acres had been acquired by local authorities 
for housing purposes. Reckoning an 
average of ten houses to the acre, this is 
sufficient to: accommodate 570,000 houses, 
or 410,000 more than are at present con- 
tracted for or are likely to be contracted 
for. What is to become of this land? A 
more important consideration, however, is 
the construction of roads and sewers. This 
is a very heavy expense in connection with 
schemes, and the average cost of a new 
road may be taken as about £50 per 
frontage. All over the country roads and 
sewers have been constructed, at the 
tax-payers’ expense, for houses that will 
perhaps never be built. But most 
serious of all is the immense accumulation 
of materials. It is estimated that at the 
completion of all the present contracts, 
which are let under the Government 
scheme, there will be a surplus of 373 
million bricks. Allowing 20,000 bricks per 
house, this means that the Government has 
contracted to buy bricks for 20,000 houses 
more than it contemplates building. 
Moreover, these bricks are at present con- 
gesting yards all over the country to such 
an extent that, in many instances, the 
makers are claiming payment from the 
Government for storing them. Bricks are 
only one of the many items of building 
materials that have been bought by the 
D.B.M.S. in excess of requirements owing 
to the present situation. The amount of 
wasted architectural work is enormous—so 
great that the Ministry has been obliged 
to issue a special scale, contained in 
G.H.M. No. 52, of fees for abandoned work. 
on the gross injustice of which it is not 
necessary to dwell, for this matter is at 


close. 
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present receiving the attention of the pro- 
fessional bodies, many of whose members 
will receive only tens or hundreds of 
pounds where they anticipated hundreds or 
thousands. From the national standpoint, 
however, it all represents so much crude 
waste. Plans are a means to an end, and 
the end is not to be achieved. If a man 
buys a spade to dig his garden and then 
decides not to dig it he can at least sell 
his spade. But the Government cannot 
sell the thousands of architects’ plans for 
which it is paying. Lastly, there are 
cases of houses, on which building has 
actually begun, being abandoned. The re- 
sult will be that contractors will claim 
damages for breach of contract, and the 
Gilbertian situation will arise—indeed, 
already has arisen—of contractors being 
paid not to build houses. Can ineptitude 
go further? 

The outlook for the contractor is not 
pleasant. Much of the work in the building 
trade at the present time is in connection 
with housing. Many contractors have re- 
cently laid down plant to cope with their 
work or in anticipation of growing activity 
in the provision of houses. The plant will 
not be required and trade in the winter 
will be stagnant. The National Federation 
of Building Trade Operatives is refusing 
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to entertain the Government’s dilution 
scheme, by which it was urged by the 
Ministry of Labour to admit 50,000 men 
into its ranks on the assurance that there 
would be sufficient housing work for at 
least ten years. Without such an influx 
signs are not lacking that during the winter 
there will be unemployment. 

It is at present difficult to anticipate 
what may be the ultimate effect upon 
prices, but there are no immediate pros- 
pects that the provision of houses as an 
economic proposition will be possible, es- 
pecially as the Government has ceased to 
pay any subsidy at all. 

Meanwhile, the houseless public (for 
160,000 houses out of a need of 500,000 is 
but a slender palliative) assists in the ob- 
sequies of a stupendous opportunity turned 
to an ignominious failure, and the over- 
burdened taxpayer settles the bill for the 
exorbitant funeral expenses. 





Pearl Insurance War Memorial. 


At the offices of the Pearl Insurance Com- 
pany, High Holborn, a memorial to 435 
members of the staff who fell in the war, has 
been unveiled. The memorial is surmounted 
by a bronze statue, and is the work of Sir 
George Frampton. 





West Bridgford (Notts.) War Memorial. 
Mr. W. R. GuiEave, A.R.1.B.A., Architect. 


(This memorial has been carried out in Portland stone by Messrs. Pask & Thorpe, of Nottingham 
and the carving was carried out by Messrs. Bridgeman & Sons, of Lichfield. The octagonal base 
contains eight cast-bronze plates with inscription, and 190 names of the fallen. The height to the 
top of the cross is 20 ft. The circular wall is also in Portland stone, enclosing the bed for flowers, 
the whole being surrounded by flagged paving.] 


[Jury 15, 199). 


BOOKS. 


Reports of the Concrete Institute to the Industrial 
Research Department, 1921. London: Th, 
Concrete Institute. Price 1s. 7d.. post * 

In 1914 the Concrete Institute began to 
formulate a scheme for a variety of tests - 
aggregates for concrete, and approached " 
number of laboratories with a view to testing 
local aggregates and concretes made therefrom, 

After protracted negotiations a grant was made 

by the Industrial Research Department, and 

this small report shows what has so far been 
done. The work is far from complete, in fact 
it is hardly beyond the initial stages, but great 
care has been exercised in drawing up a defir‘te 
programme and in securing a uniform basis for 
this widely-distributed work. A scheme hag 
been drawn up so that the data obtained may 
be strictly comparable and the tests carried out 
in a similar manner by different observers, 
far tests have been made on cement, many 
tons of which have been presented by makers 
and this, in a proper state of preservation, is 
distributed to the various educational instity. 
tions chiefly responsible for the actual laboratory 
work. Tests of certain aggregates and the 
cement as concrete have also been made. We 
have no hesitation in saying that conveniently 
arranged data showing the comparative qualities 
of the many local inert materials available for 
concrete will be of the greatest value, and we look 
forward to the progress of this work with interest, 

Tin, Sheet-iron and Copper Plate Worker. By 
L. J. Burxy. London: Hodder & Stough- 
ton. Price 16s. net. 

This is a new and enlarged edition of a book 

claiming much popularity in America, and its 
334 pages contain a great deal of matter of a 
practical and useful nature. The author begins 
by a series of rules for describing patterns, 
with diagrams in each case, starting with cones 
and proceeding to deal with ovals, hips, domes, 
pipe elbows, and the like. This section occupies 
more than a quarter of the volume, and is 
followed by a few pages on practical geometry, 
and then by some simple mensuration. Some 
useful tabular data is next presented on weights 
of metals and on areas and capacities, foilowed 
by a little elementary science on air and water, 
galvanising, and more tabular matter, making 
a rather discursive chapter. A long section is 
given on recipes for varnishes, lacquers and other 
accessories of the trades in question, and the 
book concludes with some pages on the strength 
of materials and supplementary problems on 
patterns, which really, we think, should be 
part of Chapter 1. If we may criticise an 
undoubtedly valuable book, we would say that 
the matter might be put together in a more 
consecutive order. This, however, probably 
will not worry the reader, as the volume is 
supplied with a good index. In these days it 
is the expert in his trade who is sought after, 
and this book, coupled with practical training, 
should do much to render a metal worker highly 
skilled in a trade often requiring much ready 
ingenuity. 

A Practical Guide for the Water Supply of Towns, 
Estates, Villages and Houses. London: 
Hayward-Tyler & Co., Ltd. Price 3s. 6d. 

This book of 120 pages frankly advocates the 

various hydraulic appliances supplied by the 
authors, who are hydraulic engineers of con- 
siderable experience. At the same time it 
contains a great deal of useful matter specially 
compiled, particularly tabular data, which those 
generally interested in this subject will find 
valuable. The book deals mostly with pumps 
and pumping plant, which are fully illustrated, 
but the conveyance of water is discussed and the 
various means of utilising water power, by rams, 
wheels, and turbines. In these days, when the 
importance of harnessing all available natural 
energy is so paramount, attention is aptly 
drawn to this sphere of the hydraulic engineers 
work. The capital outlay necessary to obtain 
much energy from a river, for example, appears 
to be very considerable, but in large under- 
takings this may well prove an eventual economy 
and render a business independent of coal. 
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THE TOWN-PLANNING INSTITUTE. 


Annual General Meeting. 


venth annual meeting of the Town- 
Institute was held on July 8, at 
y. Victoria-street, S.W., under the chairman- 
ship of Mr. G. L. Pepler, when the accounts 
for the year were presented and adopted. 


THE se 
Planning 


_ The New Council. 

The following were elected to the Council :— 

AgcuiTecTSs : Messrs. S. D. Adshead, P. B. 
Houfton, H. V. Lanchester, A. S. Soutar and 
p. Unwin. ; 

ExarnEERS: Messrs. J. W. Cockrill, W. T. 
tancashire, H. E. Stilgoe, J. A. Webb, and 
E. Willis. 

Surveyors: Messrs. T. Adams, W. R. 
Davidge, F. M. Elgood, T. H. Mawson, G. L. 
Pepler, and F. W. Platt. 

LecaL Mempers. Messrs. E. R. Abbott, 
(, Hubbard and R. H. Reay Nadin. 

LecaL Associate MermBER: Mr. C. P. 
Lovelock. 

Votes of thanks were passed to the Council 
for past services, and to the Institution of 
Municipal and County Engineers for lending 
its room for meetings. 


City Survey and Design and Policy and Theory 
of Town-Planning. 
At the ordinary meeting which followed, 


the chair was taken by Mr. R. H. Reay Nadin, 
and a paper was read by Professor Patrick 


Geppes on “City Survey and Design and 


Policy and Theory of Town-Planning.” 

ProrEssoR GEDDES said they were all 
planning for real improvements, not only for 
the making of pleasant little middle-class 
garden suburbs, but also for the establishment 
of more or less detached garden cities, for 
the improvement of the larger cities, and for 
the decrease of congestion generally. They 
were unceasingly claiming the attention of 
business men and good citizens, and winning 
the respect of the public generally, who no 
longer considered them the cranks they thought 
them twenty years ago. The manifold and 
all-penetrating influences and impulses of the 
war had been potent, and often promising. 
As single instances might be taken the well- 
meant endeavours towards centralised direction 
of local housing efforts which came from the 
first enthusiasms of the new Ministry of Health, 
though these had now faded, if not partially 
collapsed, and the complemental (indeed, 
contrasted) endeavours towards the establish- 
ment of Building Guilds in various cities. 
The recent governmental compulsion towards 
the preparation of town-plans was thus but 
urging on and accelerating the movement 
already beginning throughout the cities. That 
national impulse was creating what was certainly 
the most comprehensive of opportunities for 
town-planning, and even for city design, 
throughout history. But the fixing of so early 
a date as 1923 could hardly but prove too 
sanguine, and its results too crude and hasty 
in planning, since without adequate preliminary 
survey and study many plans would have to be 
thrown back to avoid disastrous errors. 

What, then, were the conditions which had 
tobe met ? How could this national endeavour 
be aided towards more full success, at once 
*onomic and social? It was evident that such 
‘conomic and social views and aims as were 
required must be both large and long. Many of 
the 1923 plans could not but be deficient in 
— Tespects; indeed, the better they were 

€ more designers and municipalities would 
iow the need for fuller information. Yet, how 
‘ould town-planners meantime be helping the 
—: though avowedly as preliminary 
pM: hes ? Even the most tentative outlines 
— town improvements were so far to be 
} wsdl but was it not within the duties 

hat Institute to point out the need for careful 
rvision before incautious acceptance, or, it 
a be, Sweeping rejection ? Local experience 
: much ; hence each City Engineer’s technical 
Plitudes and outlooks were of fundamental 


importance, yet not of such exclusive pre- 
dominance as the present urgency of preparation 
tended to involve. For a fully-considered plan, 
the various interests, claims and needs of al! 
types and groups of the community needed 
fuller consideration than the City Engineer 
had time, or often knowledge or appreciation, 
to give to them. Each of the occupations had 
its own peculiar as well as general needs, and 
each of the professions must bring in its dis- 
tinctive range of experience and foresight. 
Behind all present individuals and groups there 
was the city’s long and varied past ; around all 
immediately practical purposes was the changing 
present, so pregnant of transitions; while 
beyond these again was the opening future, 
of which all forecasts were but dim. Yet 
tewards clearer vision there was growing light, 
not only from Nature and geography, but 
trom all the progressive sciences each with 
its ever-developing specialisms and also with 
their incipient re-unity ; light, too, from all the 
arts, progressing through manifold inventions, 
each a sociai factor in itself, and yet more socially 
transformative as they combined in use. 

Hence the claims ot civic surveys as essential 
to all town-planning and to adequate city design. 
Geographer and geologist, naturalist and anti- 
quarian, local historian, and others, had long 
been busy with them, but each too much in his 
own way, and for his own small public. Photo- 
graphic societies on one side, social workers on 
another, had each come in with fresh materials 
of their own, and not a few public libraries 
and museums had interesting collections. But 
as yet the public, still less the municipalities 
and their busy and overworked engineers, 
did not take them seriously enough, largely 
because they were still too heterogeneous records 
in which unity of survey and presentment were 
as yet lacking and the unity of the city’s life 
was not made manifest. Such collections were 
still too often but so much valuable material 
for the comprehensive and organised city 
surveys which were now required. In the present 
urgency, with all the towns and cities more or 
less awakened to their needs, the Institute 
should plead and press in every case for civic 
diagnosis before treatment. Town-planners 
asked for city surveys before town-planning, or 
at least before such planning as could be ser ously 
accepted for execution in any but the most 
obvious and minor ways. 

The gravest danger of the present civic 
situation was that without such city survey 
more or less inadequate plans must be prema- 
turely adopted, which thus condemned the 
cities and towns to alterations and to fixities, 
both regrettable, or might be even disastrous, 
when too late. But as yet it was not too late 
to point out to governmental and to municipal 
authorities and citizens that they had in most 
cases fallen short of adequately realising the 
use and need of such preliminary surveys. 
Even now, though plans without surveys were 
everywhere in preparation, there was all the 
more urgent need for organising them. To- 
wards such definite and general public appeal 
town and city surveys were now necessary. 

The Institute had already formed a Com- 
mittee in co-operation with the Sociological 
Society, the Regional Association, the Civic 
Education League, and various other active 
societies, scientific and social, but the value 
of all that co-operation in the long run would 
depend upon the interest of the members in 
city surveys and their activity in promoting 
them. 

It was open to them to press on the coal 
areas, the various county towns.and the great 
cities the need and desirability of civic surveys. 
The Institute might make an appeal to the 
port towns, which were not so satisfactory as 
they should be in a great maritime empire. 
Then they might make an appeal to the old 
spiritual cities. We would go back to the life 
and vigour of individual cities. To some extent 
the slow and disappointing progress of housing 
and town-planning was due to the cities leaning 
against the Metropolis. 


Discussion. 

Mr. Grezoyx, in proposing a vote of thanks to 
the lecturer, said they were all agreed on the 
necessity for civic surveys. They had to dis- 
tinguish two things—the science or the sciences 
which underlay town-planning, and the art of 
town-planning. At the present time, a much 
larger body of scientific fact upon which to base 
town-planning was required. More should be 
known of what were the general laws which 
governed the development of towns and the 
development of regions and even of countries. 
Until they perceived clearly that fact and put 
it into practice they would be hindered in town- 
planning progress. In this country at the 
present time there were urgent problems and 
difficulties constantly arising because town- 
planning schemes were not in existence. If a 
mass or evil was to be avoided, plans had to be 
prepared with moderate expedition, and he 
saw no hope of anything like extensive surveys 
being made if expeditious planning was to be 
obtained. It was desirable that such informa- 
tion should be obtained, but it was not abso- 
lutely necessary. What they wanted in the 
main were the broad facts, in order to get the 
skeleton of the town-plan. If town-planning 
was to be made a live thing and catch public 
opinion, an appeal must be made to the imagi- 
nation of the ordinary men of business. 

ProFEssor ABERCROMBIESeconded the motion, 
and said he was not pessimistic with regard 
to public opinion. The local authorities, of 
which Manchester was the centre. had recently 
formed themselves into a joint committee 
to prepare a regional plan of South-Kast 
Lancashire, and Sheffield had followed the 
example. The Chairman of the Committee 
was a steel manufacturer. Sheffield recognised 
that a survey was not only a sound thing for 
the health of the people, but was a good piece 
of business, and was being done under what 
was known as the Development Committee. 
But it was not at all necessary to complete the 
civic survey before preparing a town plan. 
The two things could go on to a certain extent 
concurrently. 

SENATEUR VincK (Secretary, International 
Union de Ville), outlined the progress that 
had been made with regard to town-planning in 
Belgium since 1913, and asked for support in 
the endeavours being made to collect infor- 
mation on the question for circulation throughout 
the world. 

Mr. H. V. Lancuester, F.R.I.B.A., said 
he was in complete sympathy with the necessity 
for making a strong move in favour of regional 
and city survey. He could quite understand that 
survey work, however desirable, could be to 
some extent excepted if they had the infor- 
mation and the feeling as to what survey work 
was necessary, but he did not like the method 
of picking up the survey as they went along. 

The motion was carried, and acknowledged 
by Professor Geddes. 


Horse Guards’ Parade. 

Mr. WALLER called attention to the proposal 
to remodel the Horse Guards’ Parade, and 
said it seemed that the Parade would be spoiled. 

The CHAIRMAN said the matter would receive 
the consideration of the Council if Mr. Waller 
would communicate the facts. 


oo 
—_ 


Development in the Federated Malay States. 

The Federated Malay States Government has 
secured the services of Mr. C. C. Reade, of the 
Town-Planning Department of South Australia, 
for a year to give general guidance on town- 
planning. Professor Gilbert J. Fowler, D.Sc., of 
the Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore, is at 
present occupied with the question of sewage 
disposal in the four largest towns in the Federa- 
ted Malay States (Kuala Lumpur, Ipoh, Serem- 
ban, and Klang). Mr. F. Bolton has also 
recently visited the country to give advice on 
the provision of electric power and light in the 
larger towns. Apart from town development, 
the question of irrigation has been receiving 
attention and Mr. C. E. Dupuis recently: spent 
six months in the country reporting on existing 
and proposed systems of drainage and irrigation. 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF LIVER- 
POOL SCHOOL OF 
ARCHITECTURE. 


Tne following are the Examination Lists, 
June, 1921, in the University of Liverpool 
School of Architecture :— 


FACULTY OF ARTS. 
Diploma in Architecture. 

First Examination. 
M. Roushdy. 
Frances T. Silcock. 
H. Thearle. 
G. I. Thomas. 
Maud A. M. Wall. 
Sheelah A. Wilkinson. 
L. G. Zwinger. 


A. Aspland. 
J. W. Caul. 
A. D. R. Cowley. 
R. E. S. Dean. 
Doris E. Dixon. 
Beatrice M. Fitzgerald. 
H. L. Fox. 
Second Examination. 

D. Bradshaw. L. C. Howitt. 
Doris D. Debert. O. H. H. Nuttall. 
G. C. Douglas. Doris Oversby. 
C. G. Edwards. . CO. J. Priestly. 
G. E. 8. Ehrhardt. J. M. Taylor. 
J. R. Furbur. I. I. el Wahhaby. 
Third Examination. 

T. E. Jones. 

Cc. J. W. Lindley. 

Doris Musker. 


J. Blackett. 
E. E. Bridge. 
D. Brooke. 


KE. H. Cornes. H. G. Simms. 
J. H. Crowther. A. C. Townsend. 
E. Fryer. Harry Williams. 
H. Hirst. E. G. Woolley. 


R. H. Jones. T. Yoxall. 
Fourth Examination. 
(With Distinction in Architectural Design.) 
W. Elsworth. 
Degree of B.Arch. 
First Examination. 
(End of First Year.) 
F, N. Astbury. C. A. Minoprio. 
H. L. Barton. H. A. Peters. 
Sarah J. Dewsnup. C. C. Shaw. 
T. T. Wills. 
Second Examination. 
(End of Second Year.) 
W. V. Jenkins. 
J. H. Miller. 


A. Allinson. 

FE. H. Ashburner. 

Cc. T. Bloodworth. J. H. L. Owen. 

D. L. Bridgwater. H. G. Phillips. 

R. W. Donaldson. H. S. Silcock. 

J. C. Gorrie. R. H. Turner. 
Third Examination. 


(End of Third Year.) 


J. §. Allen. C. R. Knight. 
H. F. Billimoria. G. S. Lewis. 

A. 0. Chatterley. S. FE. Mahon. 

A. McL. Chisholm. E. W. Martin. 
W. B. Edwards. G. L. Owen. 

J. H. Forshaw. J. Parry-Jones. 
FE. M. Fry. L. A. G. Prichard. 
P. B. Haswell. H. W. Pritchard. 


F, H. H. Higham. M. Raafat. 


C. H. Hutton. H. Roberts. 
L. John. R. W. H.. Vallis. 
H. H. B. Jones. E. Williams. 


Howard Williams. 


Fourth Examination. 
(With Honours in Architectural Design, end 
of Fourth Year.) 
«. R. Arthur. I. R. Jones. 
G. Checkley. S. Welsh. 
Certificate in Architecture. 
(New Regulations.) 
Cuass I. 
J. H. Forshaw. 
E. M. Fry. 


J. S. Allen. 
H. F. Billimoria. 


J. Blackett. FE. Fryer. 

E. E. Bridge. P. B. Haswell. 

D. Brooke. E. H. H. Higham. 
A. O Chatterley. H. Hirst. 

A. M. Chisholm. C. H. Hutton. 

E. H. Cornes. L. John. 

J. H. Crowther. H. H. B. Jones. 
W. B. Edwards. I. R. Jones. 
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R. H. Jones. H. W. Pritchard. 
T. E. Jones. M. Raafat. 

C. R. Knight. . Roberts. 

x S. Lewis. H. G. Simms. 

C. J. W. Lindley. A. C. Townsend. 
S. E. Mahon. R. W. H. Vallis. 
E. W. Martin. E. Williams. 


Harry Williams. 
Howard Williams. 
J. Parry-Jones. FE. G. Woolley. 
L. A. G. Prichard. T. Yoxall. 


Degree of B.Arch. 
(Old Regulations.) 
FInaL EXAMINATION. 
S. H. Laksminarasappa. 


Doris Musker. 
G. L. Owen. 


Diploma in Architecture. 
(Old Regulations.) 
B. Butler. 


Diploma in Civic Design. 
B. Butler. R. D. Jones. 


Certificate in Architecture. 
(Old Regulations.) 
Crass I. 
W. Beeston. E.. A. Newton. 
W. T. Greenfield. T. Salisbury. 
W. R. Jones. H. E. Smith. 
D. J. Lewis. lr. Velarde. 
S. E. E. Wesker. 
Cuass II. 


R. B. Havers. 
R. C. Holt. 


C. FE. Azurdia. 
M. Fisher. 


>_-_ + --—--— 


THE BARTLETT SCHOOL 
OF ARCHITECTURE. 


The following awards have been made in the 
Bartlett School of Architecture at University 
College :— 

Lever Prizes :— 





In Architecture :-—A. R. Dent. 
In Town Planning :—First: W. Harding 
Thompson ; Second: E. C. Tasker. 

Donaldson Silver Medal :—-A. C. Macdonald. 

Herbert Batsford Prize :—J. B. Cooper. 

Andrew Tavlor Prizes :— 

Second Year-Student :—F. Jenkins. 
Third-Year Student :—-S. Hyde. 

Ronald Jones Prizes :— 

Renaissance :—F. Jenkins. 
Medizval :—C. P. J. Fahy. 

Certificates in Architecture have been awarded 
to Gwendolen M. Adshead; H. G. Blizzard ; 
G. T. Brown; R. J. Bunce; W. C. Childs; 
V. G. Cogswell; G. A. Crockett; E. E. 
Edmunds; ©. P. J. Fahy; G. H. Fielder; 
M. ©. Glover; F. Jenkins; J. L. Kelf; E. 
Kirby; A. L. Knott; O. W. H. Law; H. 
Lewin; Breta G. Merrylees; R. J. H. Minty ; 
S. L. Palmer; P. N. Patker; L. F. Shroff; 
J. R. M. Simpson; L. L. T. Sloot; E. R. 
Taylor; Katharine M. Wallis; O. M. Welsh ; 
T. J. R. Winn; F. T. Winter 

Certificates in Town-Planning have been 
awarded to H. A. Mealand; FE. C. Tasker; 
R. W. Vanes; R. B. Walker (with distinction). 


—_ _——_ ——-— 


Rural Housing. 


The Eastbourne Town Council has decided to 
communicate with the Housing Commissioner 
expressing surprise at the decision of the 
Ministry of Health not to allow additional houses 
at Eastbourne on account of the necessity for 
concentrating on the larger industrial areas, and 
to urge that permission be given for the erection 
of a further 150 houses at Eastbourne. 

The Guildford Rural District Council, which 
has received similar intimation, has deferred 
consideration of the matter for the present, but 
the Chairman of the Housing Committee express- 
ed the hope that the Council would press for 
sanction to a modified scheme and send a 
deputation to the Ministry on the subject. 
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HOUSING AND 
TOWN-PLANNING NOTEs. 


Non-Parlour Houses. 


By a small majority the Housing Committ 
of the Birmingham Corporation |); s decided . 
retain non-parlour houses in its housing ne vat 
In moving that this type of house be deleted 
from the housing schemes, Mr. Siward James said 
that type was not in favour with the Workin, 
classes. It was urged by other speakers that 
they would be suitable for small families and 
that the rent of non-parlour houses was % i 
a week less than for a parlour type house, ae 


Land for Housing Schemes. 
Mr. J. D. Wallis, Official Arbitrator, reeent]y 


heard a number of claims by owners of lan 
against the County Borough of Barrow.iy. 
Furness, concerning the compulsory acquisition 
of certain sites for housing purposes. Mess 
Banks & Corrin claimed for about 2} acres, 
and Messrs. R. F. Case & Co., Ltd., for | acre 

Mr. F. J. Kirby, surveyor, on behalf of the 
claimants, said his valuation of Messrs. Banks 
& Corrin’s land was £1,983 9s. He valued 
Messrs. Case & Co.’s land at £590 17s. 64. 

Mr. John Nutter, District Valuer, on behalf 
of the County Borough, valued Messrs. Banks 
& Corrin’s land at £820 and Messrs. Case & 
Co.’s land at £300. 

The Arbitrator has awarded that the acquiring 
authority is to pay Messrs. Banks & Corrin 
the sum of £1,157, and also to pay the fees on 
the award, and £30 towards the owners’ costs, 
In the claim of Messrs. Case & Co., the Arti- 
trator has awarded that the acquiring authority 
is to pay them £590 17s. 6d.. and to pay the 
fees on the award and the owners’ costs. 

A claim by Mr. William Kendall concerned 
the acquisition of an acre and a-half of land, 
and, on behalf cf the claimant, this was valued 
by Mr. Marcus Rea, surveyor, at £900. On 
behalf of the County Borough, Mr. John Nutter, 
District Valuer, submitted a valuation of £300. 
The Arbitrator has since awarded that the 
acquiring authority is to pay the owner the sum 
of £450, and to pay the fees and owner’s costs. 

In a claim by the executors of the late Mr. 
Arthur W. F. Smith and the mortgages, 
Mr, F. J. Kirby, for the claimants, submitted 
a valuation of £943 16s., while Mr. Nutter, for 
the County Borough, valued the land at £370. 
The Arbitratoc has awarded that the acquiring 
authority is to pay to the owners the sum of 
£580, and also to pay the fees and owners’ costs. 


The Government Housing Scheme. 

The Weekly Record issued by the National 
Housing and Town Planning Council, in connec- 
tion with the dropping of the Government 
housing schemes, says it is often stated that the 
loss on every house to be built under the Govern- 
ment policy will be at least £60 per year, and 
other estimates vary from £70 to £90. When an 
endeavour is made to examine these figures It 
becomes apparent that some untenable assump- 
tions are made. In the case cf a London County 
Council scheme, an estimated loss of £70 a year 
is assumed. In this case, interest has been 
taken at 7 per cent., although no less than 
£3,000,000 has been raised in London Housing 
Bonds at 6 per cent. Forty per cent.{has alo 
been assumed (of the rent paid by tenants) as 
the provision tor repairs, collection, maintenance 
and voids, although the total amount allowed 
under the financial regulations governing 
schemes is 25 per cent. With a view to gaining 
some idea as to the proportions in which various 
items of cost entered into cottage building before 
the war, a careful analysis has been made by 
an expert whose analysis shows the follow- 
ing proportions: Cost of building materials 
of all kinds, including cartage by road or rail 
and delivery on the site, 49 per cent. ; cost 
labour, 41 per cent. ; builders’ profit and ovel- 
head expenses (including management and rent 
of plant), 10 per cent. “It is the opinion ° 
many,” states the memorandum, “ that at least 
£100 would have been saved in the cost ° 
materials if the group of financial advisers t0 
the Government had pressed for vigorous action 
with regard to ‘rings’ which undoubtedly exist- 
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THE BUILDING TRADE. 


BUILDING CONTRACTS. 





We may draw attention to a very important 
decision of the Court of Appeal in the case 
Mertens v. Home Freeholds Co. (1921, 2 K.B. 
526). The case has been the subject of con- 
siderable litigation, as questions of agency and 

rtnership were originally raised, and after 
the first hearing a new trial was ordered. Both 
these trials resulted in a verdict being given for 
the plaintiff, the question of damages being 
referred, to the Official Referee, and now in the 
Court of Appeal the sole question was the 
damages which the plaintiff could recover. It 
is therefore unnecessary to consider the point 
of agency or partnership, but some of the facts 
of the case must be mentioned in order that 
the point as to damages may be appreciated. 

The plaintiff had purchased from the defen- 
dant company a plot of land upon which to 
erect a house for his own residence, and he had 
entered into a contract with what we may term 
the defendant company (as we are not concerned 
with the questions raised as to agency) for the 
erection of a house on the plot of land for the 
sum of £1,900. Under the contract the work 
was to commence immediately after possession 
of the site was given and to be regularly pro- 
ceeded with; and, subject to provisions as to 
extension of time, the work, except papering 
and painting and other decorative work, was 
to be completed within six months from the 
plans being passed by the local authority. 
It was also provided that if the contractor 
(except on account of any legal restraint upon 
the employer preventing the continuance of the 
works or certain other eventualities) should 
suspend the works, or in the opinion of the 
architect should neglect or fail to proceed with 
due diligence, the employer (through the 
architect) should have power to give him notice 
to proceed in a reasonable manner and with 
reasonable despatch, and if the contractor 
should fail for thirty days after such notice 
so to proceed with the works the employer 
should have power to enter upon and take 
possession of the works and site and all the 
plant and materials, and then might engage 
any other person to complete the works. On 
July 10, 1916, the plans were passed, and on 
July 14, 1916, the Order of the Minister of 
Munitions was issued prohibiting building 
without a licence, but that order contained a 
proviso that where a first application for a 
licence had been made and was pending for the 
carrying out of work which had been commenced 
before July 20 nothing in the Order should 
prohibit the carrying on of the work until the 
licence had been refused. Both the Divisional 
Court and the Court of Appeal held that if the 
work was commenced before July 20 it could 
proceed although application for a licence was 
not made until after that date. The defendants 
applied for a licence on July 21 and proceeded 
to work with fair progress until August 12, 
when, having received some sums on account, 
complaint was made as tothe lack of due diligence, 
and on September 9 the plaintiff’s architect 
Save the thirty days’ notice. Before that 
hotice had expired the Minister (on September 
30) refused to give a licence to proceed. The 
building had then reached the dampcourse level. 
The action was commenced November 6, 1916. 

Such is a very brief statement of the facts 
material to enable the subsequent proceedings 
to be understood. After the new trial referred 
to above the Official Referee made his report 
on the question of damages on May 4, 1920. 
He found on the material point, “‘ That the 
contract made by the defendant Lawrence with 
the plaintiff was one which he could not fulfil 
except at great loss, and that, apart from the 
order of the Minister of Munitions, Lawrence 
_ desirous of putting an end to the contract. 
h find if proper despatch had been used in the 
uilding of the house for the plaintiff the roof 
might have been on by the end of September, 


but the work was intentionally delayed by 
Lawrence in the hope that the work would be 
stopped by a refusal of the licence under the 
Order of the Minister of Munitions dated 
July 14, 1916. I find that the failure to carry 
out the agreement was not caused by the refusal 
of the licence to proceed, but by the neglect 
and failure of Lawrence to proceed with due 
diligence in the performance of his contract. 
I find that it would have cost the plaintiff 
£4,153 to complete the house according to the 
contract, and deducting from that sum the 
contract price (£1,900), together with £495 
being the value of the work already done, and 
deducting (sic) £825 paid to Lawrence, I esti- 
mate the damages due .to the plaintiff at 
£2,583.” 

The Divisional Court had disagreed with this 
finding of the Referee and referred the matter 
back to him, with a direction thus summarised 
by the Master of the Rolls: ‘ They treated 
the contract as if it were one for the sale of 
goods, and have held that the measure of 
damages is the difference between the market 
price of the day of what the plaintiff ought to 
have had and what he got,” as though the 
contract had been one for the sale of goods in 
September, 1916. 

Two questions were thus raised for considera- 
tion in the Court of Appeal: (1) The principle 
to apply to the measure of damages, and (2) the 
application of that principle to the facts of this 
case. As regards the measure of damages, the 
Court of Appeal held that the principle to be 
applied was correctly stated in Hudson on 
** Building Contracts ” (4th ed., Vol. 1, p. 491), 
that statement being founded on an American 
decision Hirt v. Hahn (61 Missouri 496): “‘ B’ 
agreed to erect a house for the plaintiff according 
to plans by a certain day. The defendants were 
‘ B’s’ sureties. After partly completing ‘ B’ 
ceased work, and the plaintiff, after giving 
notice to the sureties, entered and complete 4 
and sued the sureties. Held, that the measure 
of damages was what it cost the plaintiff to 
complete the house substantially as it was 
originally intended, and in a reasonable manner, 
less any amount that would have been due and 
payable to ‘ B’ by the plaintiff had ‘ B’ com- 
pleted the house at the time agreed by the 
terms of his contract.” 

In the application of this principle it had to 
be considered what was the effect of the Order 
of the Minister. If the work could have been 
taken in hand and completed by the plaintiff 
immediately after the contract had been treated 
as broken, i.e., in September, 1916, the cost 
would have been far less than it was in fact when 
the embargo of the Minister was removed in 
1919, by which time the cost of labour and 
materials had increased enormously, and it was 
contended that the defendant could not be liable 
for delay caused by the Order of the Minister, 
but the Court of Appeal held that the defendant 
Lawrence had deliberately delayed the work in 
order to get the licence refused, and therefore 
had rendered himself liable for the delay and 
could not rely upon the Order. 


It is to be observed that the damages were 
assessed on the basis of completion of the house 
up to roofing in, because that was the stage the 
defendants would have reached by September 
had due diligence been observed. and that was 
all that was claimed. The decision does not 
turn on that point, for there are dicta in the 
judgments which show that had the claim been 
made the cost of the completion of the whole house 
might have had to be considered, and even the 
question of loss and inconvenience suffered by 
the plaintiff owing to his having been kept out of 
his house for so long a period. These questions 
did not arise and were therefore not decided ; 
all that the Court decided was that the Official 
Referee had-rightly assessed the damages. The 


actual figures found by the Referee appear to be 
as follows (from the report in the Law Reports) : 
Cost to the plaintiff to complete the 

house to the roof according to the 





contract : ye £4,153 
Contract price .. £1,900 
Value of work done 495 

a 2,395 

1,758 

Amount paid to defendants 825 

Damages £2,583 





In the recent case, Small & Sons v. Middlesex 
Real Estates, Ltd. (Weekly Notes, July 9), the 
plaintiffs, who were builders, had given the 
defendants an estimate of £355 for the execution 
of certain alterations and repairs to the premises 
of the defendants in Charles-street. The estimate 
had been accepted and the work had been duly 
commenced, but after a time the plaintiffs stopped 
work as they complained that there had been 
delay in payments by the defendants in con- 
nection with work the plaintiffs were doing on 
another property for the defendants. The 
plaintiffs in this action were suing the defendants 
for £264 ls. 10d. on a quantum meruit for the 
work done at Charles-street before they had 
stopped the works. 

The court held that the contract for the work 
at Charles-street was a contract to execute 
works for a lump sum, and the plaintiffs having 
abandoned the contract, and there being no 
evidence of any new contract to pay on a 
quantum meruit, they could not recover anything 
in respect of the work done. The court also 
held that impatience at the delay in payment 
in respect of another contract did not supply a 
cause justifying abandonment. 

The case will be reported later at greater 
length when we may refer to it again, but we 
may note that the case, Daking & Co. v. Lee 
(1916, 1 K.B. 566) was considered on 
the ground that there the work specified 
in the contract had been completed—there 
had been no abandonment; but it was 
alleged there had been bad work or only trivial 
omissions. This latter case was fully noted in 
our issue for March 17, 1916. The case went 
to the Court of Appeal, and the decision of the 
Divisional Court was practically affirmed. In 
the Divisional Court Mr. Justice Sankey had 
summarised the law very concisely, and we may 
repeat it here: “‘ Where a builder has supplied 
work and labour for the erection or repair of a 
house under a lump-sum contract, but has 
departed from the terms of the contract, he is 
entitled to recover for his services unless (1) the 
work he has done is of no benefit to the owner, 
(2) the work he has done is entirely different 
from the work he has contracted to do, or (3) he 
has abandoned the work and left it unfinished.”’ 

Of course, this latter exception is capable of 
amplification, as during the war the law as to 
causes which justify an abandonment of the 
contract has been amplified, and in the case, 
Mertens ». Home Freeholds Co., dealt w tn 
above, the Master of the Rolls was reported 
as saying: “ Of course, the doctrine of frustra- 
tion during the war has gone a very long way— 
there have been very great developments of it 
from the original cases which stated the principle. 
How far it has gone I do not feel in a position 
tosay. Ido not know if anybody is ; I certainly 
am not.” No such consideration, however, 
arises in the case noted above, as the contract 
was abandoned by the plaintiffs on their own 
volition and for a cause which was held to 
afford no justification for the abandonmen °. 


Stowe House. 
Lady Kinloss has presented the Wolfe 
obelisk, which stands over 100 ft. high, on the 


Nort hamptonshire side of the Stowe estate, to 
the Committee for the Preservation of Ancient 


Monu ments. 
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THE MEASURE OF OUTPUT IN BUILDING. 


We have received the following letter from 
Mr. T. Sumner Smith :— 


“‘ Sir,—May I be permitted to comment upon 

a few points with reference to the leading article 
in your issue for July 8? You say I take 
exception to another correspondent’s reference 
to ‘good’ quantities. I feel sure you will 
agree with me there is a distinction between 
‘good’ and ‘best.’ I fully recognise that 
there are ‘good’ quantities turned out by 
surveyors; in fact, par excellent, if we admit 
that the present system of quantity surveying 
is perfection and all that is desired. You will see 
that it is not excellency that I question, but the 
principles. May I cite an _ illustration ? 
Suppose we are in disagreement as to whether 
capital punishment is the right thing. Hacking 
a man’s head may be ‘bad,’ though it fulfils 
the purpose, and it matters not which method 
is adopted—guillotine, hanging or electrocution 
—because we will agree that they are ‘ good’ 
inasmuch as they perform the deed neatly and 
with despatch. But are they the ‘best’ 
way on principle of dealing with the matter ? 
This sums up quantity surveying. I fail to see 
that the present method of quantity surveying 
is perfection; if it is, then we have attained 
finality. In that event, I do not see the necessity 
for a ‘committee consisting of leading men 
amongst surveyors and contractors’ to formu- 
late and standardise what has already attained 
finality. May I cite as an illustration the 
example of Lord Lister in the treatment of 
wounds ? His method was the very opposite 
to that in vogue at the time, and it was not a 
question with him as to whether the methods 
then in operation were ‘good’ or ‘bad,’ 
but whether they were the ‘best’ method . 
If you standardise the ‘good’ methods of 
quantity surveying to-day, it does not follow 
you have adopted the ‘best’ method of 
quantity surveying. The Committee may suc- 
ceed in its purpose and 
formulate a standard 
system from the ‘good ’ 
methods of to-day, 
but the question of 
vital interest is—Has 
it examined all systems 
to enable it to formulate 
the ‘ best’? 

“Coming to details : 
The London method 
gives quantities as 
so many cubic feet 
of timbers framed in 
roof, so many cubic 
feet of joists framed 
in floors; the northern 
method gives the 
former as 80 many 
superficial feet( measured 
over all, including the 
voids), and the purlins 
in feet lineal, whilst 
it gives the latter as 
so many feet lineal 
of floor joists. The 
object of a bill of 
quantities is to enable 
‘the estimator to form 
a correct estimate. 
Builders and _ esti- 
mators in the north 
say that it is impossible 
to form a_ correct 
estimate by the London 
method, inasmuch as 
there may be different 
sizes of scantlings 
comprising the Cubic 
measurement, and all 
may vary in _ price. 
Therefore, however 
‘good’ the London 
method may be, it 
certainly is not all that 
is desirable. On the 


other hand, it is 
obvious the northern 
method is 


likewise 


‘Hertz’ waves were good. but it needed a 
Marconi to fashion them into the ‘ best.’ 

** Assuming these ‘leading men’ evolve a 
standard system out of the ‘good’ systems 
in vogue to-day, then this standard system will 
either be the outcome of a series of ‘ cross 
breeding’ to have effect beyond the Tweed, 
or a compromise between the northern and 
London systems to be effective this side the 
Tweed. In 1909 the Quantity Surveyors’ 
Association, in collaboration with the Surveyors’ 
Institution, issued a ‘Standard System of 
Measurement of Slating and Tiling,’ and they 
gave as an item, ‘cutting and waste to top 
edge of slating,’ which scarcely anyone at the 
time understood, and which caused endless 
confusion. But it has now become the custom 
to include this item in a bill of quantities. 
Hence a modification of a number of items in 
any system would, in my opinion, cause as 
much confusion as an entirely new system 
founded on sound principles. This, I hope, 
clears up that point. 

To say that there has been no suggestion from 
either side to adopt any other system—that is to 
say, put forward my system—is of no import, 
for the simple reason that it is hardly likely 
anyone would do so but myself, and up to the 
present I have not been asked, save in the sense 
that at a meeting in Manchester several builders 
desired to know when and how soon other 
quantity surveyors would take them up. This 
is a matter which I said at the time rested with 
surveyors, and it would largely depend upon the 
demand made by builders themselves. 

“Though I did not reply to all the questions 
raised in the correspondence, it was not that 
they were overlooked, but rather a difficulty I 
found in replying to them in the space and time, 
and also that I wished to avoid confusion. It 
is easy to mislead, and that above all things I 
desired to steer clear of. I took the bricklayers’ 











{Jury 15, 199]. 


FG 


work merely to illustrate the principle, but in 
fact and in practice I have dealt with all trades, 
It may be that quite a number have never seen a 
bill of quantities on the new system, consequently 
I foresee that they are placed at a disadvantage, 
They know not what they are. Also, anyone 
attempting to prepare quantities on these lines 
would very soon get into difficulties unloss he 
had beforehand gone very carefully into the 
conversion of measurements into terms of pur. 
chase. This is the crux of the situation. For 
years I have devoted a great part of my off-time 
and sleeping hours to research in the subject; 
I am, therefore, sympathetic with those who 
ask pertinent questions concerning joinery work 
and the like, because they must seem to them 
impossible to answer. Yet, if you search long 
enough, and work hard and long enough, and 
never despair at obstacles and difficulties, and 
never get down-hearted over failures, but try, 
try again, like Robert Bruce, success will invari- 
ably crown the efforts. Some day I hope to 
publish these along with a new work on quantity 
surveying. I hope this will satisfy those who 
desire their publication. 

“In the meantime, though probably many 
may have seen the model quantities issued by 
the Ministry of Health on this system in connec- 
tion with their costing schemes, if anyone is 
sufficiently interested I shall be pleased to loan 
them a copy of a bill of quantities on this new 
system. 

“1 should not have ventured upon taking up 
your valuable space were I not conscious that 
cost is the vital factor in building to-day. Did 
not the ship of housing ‘ounder on the rock of 
costs? My experience is the majority of 
disputes arising*out ofgbuilding*contracts centres 
around the question of costs. The claims of 
builders are, as a rule, the outcome of ‘bad’ 
quantities, though in a number of cases badly 
drafted specifications are the cause. The reason 
building cases are seldom reported is that they 
are not of sufficient public interest, yet neverthe- 
less builders’ ‘ extras’ are proverbial ” 
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View of Bush House, Aldwych, showing concrete placing plant and lower floors in position. 


Messrs. HELMLE & CorBeETT, Architects. 
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THE BUILDING GUILD. 


Future Forms of Guild Contracts. 
~ Tax Burprne Guitp, Lrp., of Manchester, 
has issued a memorandum in which the terms 
upon which Guildsmen should exchange the 
product of their labour are set out. A foreword, 
signed by Mr. S. G. Hobson (Secretary), says :— 

“Tt is essential that we should clearly understand 
the distinction between the Guild principle of 
selling at cost and the commercial principle of 
selling at a profit. In the building industry 
theory and practice go hand-in-hand. The 
jump-sum contract is less applicable to building 
and repair work than elsewhere. The difficul- 
ties, irritations, and dishonest practices that 
are inevitably associated with ‘extras’ render 
the lump-sum contract futile, or worse. The 
maximum-sum contract recommended by the 
Board is obviously more attractive to possible 
customers for the simple reason that it honestly 
discloses the exact cost of all work done and 
leaves no ground for complaint either of scamp- 
ing or of excessive expenditure not specified in 
the contract. We offer our customers a definite 
guarantee that we will not exceed the amount 
stated in our estimate, and we further undertake 
that the customer need not pay beyond the 
cost as laid down and upon the terms agreed. 
There are two definite motives to induce Puilding 
Guildsmen to keep within the estimate and, if 
possible, effect savings ;—(1) The risk of loss, 
which must be borne by the Guild; and (2) 
the imperative need of the building Guild to 
establish a reputation for integrity and crafts- 
manship.” 

The Memorandum contains the following :— 

The hostility of the Minister of Health to the 
present form of Guild contract, coupled with 
the urgent need ot all Building Guild Committees 
to get to work, renders it imperative that we 
should carefully consider the terms upon which 
the Guild may safely undertake contracts both 
large and small. 

Tur Existine Contract.—The theory of the 
basic price is founded upon the conception that 
producer and consumer have an equal responsi- 
bility in the industcial processes. This fact, 
however, does not invalidate the claims of the 
producer to govern his own work. The credit 
required for the production of commodities is 
thejjoint responsibility of producer and consumer. 
On the other hand, the producer must have 
complete liberty of action within the sphere of 
production and is entitled to claim from the 
consumer such payment for his services as will 
enable the producer to work in comfort and 
security. The existing industrial system renders 
this impossible, because finance based upon 
profit takes priority over labour. It is evident, 
therefore, that to introduce any element of 
profiteering is to poison the relations between 
ourselves and our customers. It is important 
to note in this connection that profit is not less 
profit and not less immoral merely because it is 
not distributed as a dividend or disbursed for 
the general benefit of the community or industry. 
These principles are embodied in the contract 
with all the local authorities for whom we are 
building houses. The Guild declines any profit, 
doing its work strictly on a cost basis, such cost, 
of course, properly including the factor of con- 
tinuous pay. There is not the slightest doubt 
that Building Guildsmen have made good. 

Lume-Sum Contracts.—The master builders 
and the capitalist leaders were not slow to 
realise that the Building Guild cut at the root 
of their system. In their functional capacity as 
builders it neither threatens nor touches them ; 
on the contrary, there is room in the Guild 
for any and all technically efficient workers ; 
but as profiteers, whose main consideration is 
to organise the industry on a profit-making 
basis, they were certainly justified in regarding 
the Building Guild as an enemy and a menace. 
They accordingly made strong representations 
to the Ministry of Health, demanding that the 
Guild should operate on the same commercial 
principles as themselves. The Minister, in 
his turn, promptly decided to attempt to com- 
mercialise the Guild by proposing to foist upon 
us a lump-sum form of contract. On lump-sum 





contracts there are losses as well as profits ; it 
is in principle speculative. It is the speculative 
element that provides the employer with his 
excuse for profiteering, and because he takes 
the risk he claims the surplus and insists upon 
buying labour at its commodity value, or, in 
other words, the lump-sum contract involves 
the indefinite continuation of the wage system. 
This difficulty is not surmounted by the sugges- 
tion that the Guild might undertake lump-sum 
contracts provided continuous pay is secured. 
Continuous pay would depend upon a lump-sum 
profit—a very doubtful security when forced 
into a bitter competitive market, with every 
master-builder seeking our ruin—and labour, 
therefore, would cease to become a first charge 
upon the industry, a fundamental Guild principle 
being in consequence rejected. Fatal though 
the objection to lump-sum contracts is on the 
score of insecurity, it inevitably means the 
degradation of the craft with its ensuing loss of 
self-respect. Scamping is in thousands of cases 
the only alternative to loss or perhaps bank- 
ruptcy. Neither honesty nor craftsmanship 
are consistent with lump-sum or speculative 
contract. There is an even more deadly 
objection. If we permit the Building Guild to 
commercialise itself it becomes a capitalistic 
institution and ceases to be a labour organisation. 
Our only hope lies in the opposite direction—in 
co-operating with the industrial labour move- 
ment and permeating it with Guild principles. 
Tae Maxtmum-Scm Contract.—On grounds 
both of principle and expedience it is, therefore, 
evident that the Building Guild should adhere 
to the principle of basic cost production. Pro- 
viding, however, that we do rot compromise 
with our principles, there are undoubtedly 
alternatives to the existing form of Guild con- 
tract other than the lump-sum. Even though 
we are necessarily tied to the basic price when 
dealing with large contracts we may sym- 
pathetically consider modifications in our 
smaller commitments if it will enable the 
Guild Committees (particularly if they have not 
yet secured further contracts) to open out in 
general building, jobbing, and repairs. A 
customer of small means who wants work done 
is not unreasonable in demanding that there 
should be a limit to his liability. If the Guild 
says that it works only at net cost plus a percent- 
age, he may, and in fact does, reply that there is 
no limit to his liability ; that he is at the mercy 
of the Guild. If we answer that we do not 
charge any percentage over our estimate, he has 
reason in rejoining that the percentage is a 
flea-bite compared with the final cost. This is a 
very real difficulty. If it could be overcome, 
then we might combine the Guild principle of 
basic cost with the limit of liability which is the 
attraction of the lump-sum contract. It is, 
therefore, hardly surprising that many Guilds- 
men are looking the maximum-sum contract as 
a way out. By a maximum-sum contract is 
meant a contract in which payment is made on 
cost plus a percentage, but any excess over a 
stated maximum figure, in practice the estimate, 
shall be entirely met by the Guild. The danger 
in this is obviously the risk of exceeding the 
estimate. In this respect it has the same defect 
as has the lump-sum contract. But it trans- 
gresses no Guild principle, does not imperil 
the priority of labour over finance, and offers a 
strong inducement to customers to come to us. 
These customers are almost universally con- 
vinced that building on lump-sum terms is too 
often downright swindling either in price or in 
the quality or the work. The London Guild of 


‘ Builders proposes an insurance fund against 


such loss to which the customer should sub- 
scribe. It would give the customer the option 
of a basic cost contract or a maximum sum, any 
excess over which he can insure against by 
paying a premium. If any such arrangement 
were possible it would obviously reduce the 
liability of the Guild ; but it introduces compli- 
cations not demanded by private contractors 
and requires an insurance pool of considerable 
magnitude. The Guild itself must sooner or 
later shoulder the responsibility and meet its 








losses by the combined credit of all the operative 
Guild Committees. Experience would speedily 
teach us what is the percentage of loss on 
working cost, and this would automatically be 
included in the general percentage charged in 
our contracts. If, however, the credit of the 
Building Guild as a whole is to be involved it is 
clear that all maximum-sum contracts would re- 
quire sanction, cither by the National Board or 
the Regional Council. We must know atjany 
given moment what approximately is our 
liability. We might assume it ourselves or take 
out an insurance policy. Certainly it would be 
prudent only to sanction small contracts until 
we have felt our feet. Contracts up to, say, £500 
might be undertaken by Guild Committees pro- 
vided they make no claim upon the National 
Funds ; contracts of above that figure and up to, 
say, £2,000 might be sanctioned or undertaken 
by the Regional Councils ; any liability in excess 
of that figure should be subject to the examina- 
tion of the Survey Department of the National 
Guild. As our liability under the maximum 
sum contract would be largely determined by 
the variations and extras, a thorough and 
uniform system of records would have to be 
established. 

Taz Guitp Lasour Contract.—Another 
form of contract, which was in fact suggested 
by the Ministry of Health, is known as the Guild 
Labour Contract. In substance it means that 
the Guild shall organise the labour, the local 
authority purchasing the materials and providing . 
the plant. The contract provides for the 
purchase by the Guild of the plant, for con- 
tinuous pay and a fixed sum per house. The 
Board gave this proposal anxious consideration, 
finally deferring it until the removal of the limita- 
ticn of Guild contracts. To the principle of 
the Guild Labour Contract there can, of course, 
be no objection. It gives the security demanded 
by labour and preserves the basic price. It is 
not probable, however, that either the Ministry 
or the Co-operative Wholesale Society would 
accept this form of contract as originally drafted. 
There is reason to believe that a large volume of 
business could be done with the local authorities 
on the basis of the authorities finding the 
material and the Guild tendering for the labour, 
but the Ministry would insist upon a maximum 
limit to the labour expended, subject, of course, 
to variations. We could easily calculate the 
limit of expenditure on a public contract so far 
as labour is concerned, because we know the 
price of the work to be done, and to that estimate 
of bare labour cost could be added (a) percentage 
for continuous pay, and (6) a further percentage 
for the purchase of plant. This latter item 
would depend upon whether the Guild wanted 
to buy the plant or the local authority to sell it. 
To fix a maximum price for labour is, from the 
Guild point of view, quite sate. Our commit- 
ments in that direction could run to millions 
of money without danger. There might be 
great danger in large commitments, either in 
lump-sum or maximum-sum contracts, if the 
Guild accepted large commitments in the supply 
of material. Sooner or later there will be a 
clash, and it is conceivable that the full capital- 
istic power might be concentrated upon squeezing 
the Guild by withholding pivotal supplies. At 
the moment we are obtaining our materials 
quite freely, and if it were merely a case of the 
interest otf the merchants we could regard the 
future without anxiety. But behind the 
merchant is the manufacturer; and behind the 
manufacturer the banks and the whole financial 
organisation. It is, therefore, of first importance 
that no step should be taken by the Guild which 
might leave us at the mercy of our opponents. 
In this vital aspect of the problem the dangers 
that inhere in either the lump-sum or the 
maximum-sum contracts are completely absent 
from any form of Guild labour contract. It 
will be for the labour movement in general, and 
the Guild movement in particular, to bring into 
close co-operation all the trade unions that are 
concerned in the manufacture of building 
materials, or materials required for other 
Guilds. It is only when we are strong enough 
to prevent the supply of materials to the master 
class that we can safeguard the supply to al} 
Guild organisations. 
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THE ROYAL HOTEL, 
GUERNSEY. 


An extensive scheme of additions and re- 
modelling has just been completed at the 
Royal Hotel, Guernsey. This well-known 
hostelry was established about a century ago 
in a characteristic bouse of the early Georgian 
period, which is illustrated in Berry’s *‘ His- 
tory of Guernsey,’ as the ‘‘ town mansion ’ 
of the Le Marchants, a local family of dis- 
tinction. Considerable additions were made 
at various times without any very definite 
plan, and the present scheme of enlargement, 
which practically doubles the former accommo- 
dation, has also included a complete re- 
arrangement and refitting of the existing 
building, thus bringing the hotel thoroughly 
up to modern standards. 

The necessity for speed, and the difficulty of 
avoiding efflorescence in new plastering in 
such close proximity to the sea, has led to 
some interesting experiments in painting. ‘The 
wall and ceiling surfaces and the making- 
good of old work were carried out in Keene's 
cement, and the whole of this was treated with 
‘** Kewato,’’ a paint manufactured for cement 
floors by the Indestructible Paint Co., of 


es 
PRN Wt = 

a rnB) 

i en AGE 1m 

Wy 4 le dy 

M™ 3 if ; i! Ah) } ee fii 
. | tty , | 
A a | | 


lf 
wp etl 
ea 


[Whilst the public have 
been doing their shopping 
at Messrs. Peter Robinson’s 
temporary shops in Oxford- 
street, extensive excavation 
work has been going on 
under the pavement down 
to some 30 ft. depth’ for the 
foundations of the new 
building. Our _ sketch, 
which is drawn to scale, 
shows how the builders 
(Messrs. Higgs & Hill, Ltd.) 
have accomplished this deli- 
cate and somewhat compli- 
cated task.} 4 











London. The decorators followed in some 
cases almost immediately, and so successful 
has been the result that no sign of discolora- 
tion is observable in the wallpapers, some ot 
which have already stood more than twelve 
months. Similar treatment was adopted in 
painting the walls and ceiling of the new 
ball-room, where the ‘‘Kewato’’ was fol- 
iowed by the same firm's ‘‘ Indesco ’’ flatting 
on plastering, which had been executed only a 
few days before. The same fioor-paint has 
been used as an undercoat in preparing the 
external Portland cement surfaces for paint- 
ing, and this has resisted over a year’s ex- 
posure on the sea front in a perfectly satis- 
factory manner, and also as a finish to Port- 
land cement floors and dadoes in bathrooms. 

The constructional steelwork of the new ex- 
tensions has been carried out by the Guernsey 
Railway Co., the ferro concrete by Messrs. 
Blanchford, and the electrical work by Messrs. 


T. Langlois & Co., all of Guernsey. 
The plain plastering has been executed 
by Messrs. R. Murray & Son, and 


the decorative work by Messrs. G. & A. 


Brown; the sanitary fittings have been sup- 
plied by Messrs. Tylor, the kitchen installa- 
tion by the Carron Company and Messrs. 
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Staines, the grates and mantels by Messrs 
Bratt, Colbran & Co., and the greater part of 
the joinery by Messrs. Charles Peacock & (' 
all of London. 7 

The general contract has been in the hands 
of Mr. R. F. Hunkin, of Guernsey, and the 
architect is Mr. Claude W. Ferrier 
F.R.I.B.A., of 11, Waterloo-place, S.W,’ 





Shepley War Memorial. 


The Shepley war memorial, designed and 
modelled by Mr. J. Swift, of Springwell-lane, 
Doncaster, and erected at a cost of £990, wag 
unveiled on June 25. The memorial takes the 
form of a bronze figure of a soldier on a granite 
pedestal raised upon two steps. The porphyry 
granite, of a warm grey colour, is from a Cornish 
quarry, and is worked in the form of steps, 
pedestal, and cap of classic design, the total 
height, with the figure, being 15 ft. The bronze 
figure is slightly over life-size, in fighting order, 
standing easy, and facing towards the village. 
Four inscription panels are also in bronze, with 
raised lettering. The casting in bronze of the 
figure and panels was executed by Messrs. 
Benton Bros., Ltd., of Sheffield. 
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Excavations at Messrs. 
Peter Robinson’s, Oxford 


Street, London, W. 
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‘CONTRACTS, COMPETITIONS, &c. 


For some contracts still open, but not included in this List, see previous issues. Those with an asterisk 
are advertised in this number, Certain conditions beyond those given in the following information 


are imposed 


in some cases, such as that advertisers do not bind themselves to accept the lowest or any 


tender; that a fair wages clause shall be observed; that no allowance will be made for tenders ; and 
that deposits are returned on receipt of a bona-fide tender unless stated to the contrary. 

The date given ut the commencement of each paragraph is the latest date when the tender, or the names 
of those willing to submit tenders, may be sent in ; the name and address at the end is the person from whom 
or place where quantities, forms of tender, &c., may be obtained. 


BUILDING AND PAINTING. 


JULY 16,—Edinburgh.—TENEMENTS.—Reconstruc- 
tion of tenements, Nos. 32-36, Grassmarket, for the 
T.C. Director of Housing, 1, Parliament-square, 
Edinburgh. 

JuLty 16,— Erith—Hovuses.— Erection of 480 
houses for the U.D.C, on Lesney Farm Estate. The 
Architect, Public Library, Erith. Deposit, £2 2s. 

JULY 16,—Maidstone.—FENCING.—Supply and erec 
tion of about 460 yards of cleft chestnut spile fencing to 
enclose the new sewage works at Lenham Sanatorium, 
for the Kent C.C. Mr. W. B. Prosser, Clerk, Sessions 
House, Maidstone. 

JULY 16.—Monmouthshire—PaINnTING.—Painting 
and colouring about 38 schools in the county of Mon- 
mouth. Mr. John Bain, Architect, County Hall, 
Newport, 

JULY 16.—Oldbury.—PAINTING.—Painting three 
schools, forthe U.D.C. Mr. Roland Fletcher, Surveyor 
Public Buildings, Oldbury. 

JULY 16,— Western Command.— REPAIRS AND 
MATERIALS.—For the triennial contract from August 1, 
1921, in the following Engineer Districts: Cardiff, 
Barry and Outstations, Brecon, Rhyl Hutments, for 
the War Department. Commanding Royal Engineer, 
R.E. Office, 3, Belmont, Shrewsbury 

JuLy 18.—Aberdour.—HovusEs.—Erection of 10 
houses at Aberdour, for the Dunfermline District Com- 
mittee of the Fife C.C. Mr. H. F. Hodge, District 
o. County Buildings, Dunfermline. Deposit, 

8. 

JULY 18.—Alfreton.—ALTERATIONS.—Alterations 
and additions to Alfreton Secondary School (Swanwick 
Hall), forthe Derbyshire C.C. Mr. George H. Widdows, 
Architect to the Committee, County Offices, Derby. 
Deposit, £1 1s, 

JuLY 18.— Bangor. — ALTERATIONS.—Alterations 
to the Post Office at Bangor. Contracts Branch, H.M. 
Office of Works, King Charles-street, London, 8.W. 1. 
Deposit, one guinea, 

JULY 18,—Bristol—PAINTING.— For painting at 
headquarters homes for the Board of Guardians. 
Mr. J. J. Simpson Clark, 81, St. Peter’s Hotel, Bristol. 

JULY 18,—Bryniwan.—PAINTING.—For painting 
work at Bryniwan Chapel, Carmarthenshire. Mr. 
Davies, Brynvilla, Conwil. 

JULY 18,—Isle of Wight.—PaINTING, &c.—Painting 
and repairs to buildings at Wroxall, Northwood, and 
Wootton Council Schools and Sandown Secondary 
School, for the C.C. Mr. 8. R. Cocks, St. Thomas- 
street, Ryde. 

JuLyY 18,—Methley—Hovusks.—Erection of 58 
dwelling-houses for the U.D.C. Mr. Thos. Thompson, 
Surveyor, Red House, Methley. 

JULY 18,—Middleton-in-Wharfedale.—ADDITIONS.— 
Erection of nurses’ and stores block and workshop 
block, for the West Riding Public Health Committee. 
West Riding Architect, County Hall, Wakefield. 

JULY 18,—Northampton.—CoONVERSIONS.—Conver- 
sion of the following schools into intermediate schools : 
Barry-road Council School, Kettering-road Council 
School, Campbell-square Council School, St. George’s 
Council School. Mr. Alfred Fidler, Borough Engineer, 
Guildhall, Northampton. Deposit, £1. 

JULY 18,—Perran-ar-Worthal.—LODGE.— Erection 
of entrance lodge at Carclew, for Capt. Tremayne. 
Mr. A. J. Cornelius, architect, Truro. 

JULY 18,—Preston.— LAIRAGE.—Erection of a lairage 
for pigs, at the Cattle Market, for the T.C. Borough 
Surveyor, Town Hall, Preston. Deposit £1 1s. 

JULY 18,—St. Marylebone.-PAINTING, &C.—Paint- 
ing, cleansing, &c.,the North Dispensary and residence, 
1, Little Union-place, Lisson-grove, N.W., for the 
Board of Guardians. Mr. H. Courtenay Constantine, 
architect, 82, Mortimer-street, W. Deposit, £1. 

JULY 18,—Waltham Abbey.—FILTER HoOvUSE.— 
‘Construction of filter house, formation of road, &c., 
at pumping station, for the Metropolitan Water Board. 
Mr. H. E. Stilgoe, Engineer, 173, Rosebery-avenue, 
E.C. Deposit, £5. 

JULY 18,—Wealdstone——MoTor HovusE, &0.— 
Erection of motor ambulance house and alterations 
to Council Offices, for the U.D.C. Surveyor, Council 
Offices, Peel-road, Wealdstone. Deposit, £1 1s. 

JULY 19.—Ashburton.—HovusEs,—Erection of 
eight houses at Dolbear Meadow, for the U.D.C. 
Mr. Josias C. Beare, architect, 42, Devon-square, 
Newton Abbott. Deposit, £2 2s. 

JULY 19.—Bradford.— PaINTING.—(1) Internal clean- 
ing, colouring, &c., (2) French polishing, at the Cart- 
wright Memorial Hall, for the T.C. City Architect, 
Town Hall, Bradford. 

JULY 19,—Darlington.—Hovses.—Erection of 30 
houses, for the T.C. Mr. George Winter, Borough Sur- 
veyor, Town Hall, Darlington. Deposit, £1 1s. 

JULY 19,—~Kidderminster~—Hovses.-—Erection of 
116 houses, for the T.C. Mr. W. W. R. Harlow, 
Borough Engineer, Town Hall, Kidderminster. 

JULy 19,—Manchester.—PAINTING.—Painting the 

iron bridges on the line of aqueduct from Windermere 
to Manchester, for the T.C. Secretary, Waterwork3 
Offices, Town Hall, Manchester. 
JULY 19.—Newton Abbot.—PAINTING, &c.—For 
internal painting and renovating of the Newton Abbot 
Hospital buildings. Mr. Josias C. Beare, architect, 
42, Devon-square, Newton Abbot. Deposit, £2 2s. 

JULY 19,—Sheffield—BrineE.—Erection of  re- 
inforced concrete or steel bridge to cross the Great 
Central Railway Co.’s main line, for the Electric 
Supply Committee of the city. Mr. 8. E. Fedden, 
Con mercial-street, Sheffield. Deposit, £2 2s. 





JULY 20.—Barking, E.—Hovsrs.—Erection of 116 
houses of various types on the Greatfields Estate, 
Ripple-road, Barking, for the U.D.C. Mr. C. J. 
Dawson, Architect to the Council, Clock House 
Chambers LEast-street, Barking. Deposit, £2. 

JULY 20,—Hayfield.—HovusrEs.—Erection of four 
houses, for the R.D.C. Mr. H. Cecil Powell, architect, 
9, Albert-square, Manchester. Deposit, £3 3s. 

JULY 20,—London.— REpaIRS.—For cleaning, 
inting work and repairs for the ay Asylums 
ard, at (1) the Children’s Infirmary, Cleveland-street, 

W. 1, (2) South Wharf, Rotherhithe, (3) St. George’s 
Home, Chelsea, (4) Belmont Laboratories, Sutton, (5) 
St. Margaret’s Hospital, N.W.5, (6) Goldie Leigh 
Homes, Abbey Wood. Office of the Board, Embank- 
ment, E.C. 4, Deposit, £1 for each work. 

JULY 20,—London.—VARIOUS WorRKS.—(1) Park 
Hospital, Hither-green, Lewisham, S.E. 13, additional 
sitting-room accommodation ; (2) South-Western 
Hospital, Landor-road, Stockwell, S.W. 9, Alterations 
to provide changing rooms; (3) North-Western 
Ambulance Station, alteration of revolving shutters 
to sheds, for the Metropolitan Asylums Board. Office 
of the Board, Embankment, E.C.4. Deposit, £1 
each work. 

JuLy 20.—London, W.— FIREPROOFING.—Fire- 
proofing of certain galleries at the National Gallery, 
London, W. Contracts Branch, H.M. Office of Works, 
—— Charles-street, London, 8.W.1. Deposit, one 
guinea, 

*x JULY 20.—Lowestoft.—ADAPTATION, PAINTING 
AND CLEANSING.—Adaptation for use as a hospital, 
and the painting and cleansing of the Empire Hotel, 
Lowestoft, for the Metropolitan Asylums_ Board. 
- a of the Board, Embankment, E.C.4. Deposit, 
Py. 


JULY 20.—Woolwich, S.E.—PAINTING AND 
REPatIRSs.—Painting work and repairs at the Brook 
Fever Hospital, Shooter’s Hill, for the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board. Office of the Board, Embankment, 
E.C. 4. Deposit, £1. 

JULY 20.—Woolwich.—PaAINTING, &0.—External 
repair and painting to the whole of the Workhouse 
premises, for the Board of Guardians. The Master’s 
Office, Workhouse, Plumstead High-street, Woolwich. 

JULY 21.—Barnsley.—PAINTING.—Interior renova- 
tions required at the Barnsley and District (Holgate) 
Grammar School, for the Governors. Messrs. Dyson, 


Cawthorne & Coles, architects, 10, Regent-street, , 


Barnsley. 

* JULY 21.—Greenwich.—JOINTLESS FLOORING.— 
Quotations for supplying and laying about 580 yds. 
super. of jointless flooring in certain wards and kitchens 
at the Greenwich and Deptford Hospital, Vanbrugh- 
hill, S.E.10, for the Guardians of the Greenwich 
Union. Guardians’ Offices, Board Room, East 
Greenwich. 

JULY 21,—Huddersfield.—PAINTING.—For painting 
and decorating required to the interior of the Technical 
College, for the T.C. Mr. H. Sutcliffe, Borough Archi- 
tect, 1, Peel-street, Huddersfield. 

JULY  21,—Manchester.—HOvUSES.—Erection of 
houses on the following estates : Gorton Mount Estate, 
Mount-road, Gorton, from four houses up to 96 houses ; 
Newton Heath Estate, Briscoe-lane, Newton Heath, 
four houses up to 100 houses; Catterick Hall Estate, 
Fog-lane, Didsbury, four houses up to 76, for the T.C. 
gal of Housing, Town Hall, Manchester. Deposit, 
£2 2s, 

JULY 21.—Stokesley.—FITTING UP SHOWYARD.— 
Fitting up showyard, for the Agricultural Society. Mr. 
F. Wardall, Secretary, Stokesley. 

JULY 22.—Ashreigney.— REPAIRS, &0.—(1) Repairs 
to the church and church tower; (2) repairs to the 
churchyard wall; (3) cleaning, distempering, re- 
colouring interior of church. Rev. J. L. Bennett, 
Ashreigney Rectory, near Chudleigh. 

JULY 22,—Castleford.—PAINTING.—Painting of 
Castleford Secondary School. Mr. C. T. Lightle 
(Clerk to the Governors), 77, Carlton-street, Castleford. 

JULY 22.—Linthwaite-—Hovusts.—Erection of 40 
houses at the Storth Estate, Milnsbridge, for the U.D.C. 
Mr. Joe Ainley, architect, 3, Chapel-hill, Huddersfield. 

JULY 22.—Woking.—CoTTaGEs.—Erection of 25 
pairs of cottages of three different types for the U.D.C. 
Mr. G. J. Wooldridge, Surveyor, Council Offices, 
Woking. Deposit, £2 2s. for each type. 

JULY 23.—Reading.—HOvsES.—Erection of 168 
houses on the Shinfield-road Housing Site, for the T.C. 
Housing Architect, Old College Buildings, St. Laurence’s 
Churchyard, Reading. Deposit, £2 2s. 

JoLy 25.—Burntisland.—HOovseEs.—Erection of 24 
houses for the T.C. Mr. G. Charles Campbell, architect, 
Methil Brae, Methil. 

* JULY 25.—Folkestone.—A DAPTATION.—Certain 
works to be carried out in adapting ‘ Praetoria 
House,” at Folkestone, for use as a County School 
for Girls, for the Kent Education Committee. County 
Education Architect, Sessions House, Maidstone. 
Deposit, £2. 

JULY 25.—London.—PAINTING, &c.—Cleansing, re- 
painting, &c., of (1) Hammersmith Bridge, (2) Vauxhall 
Bridge, (3) Battersea Bridge, (4) Great Eastern-street 
Bridge, (5) Mitre Bridge, (6) Chalk Farm-road Bridge, 
(7) Minor County Bridges (Waterworks Branch Bridge, 
Hackney Marsh, and Stanley Bridge), (8) Victoria, 
Albert, and Chelsea Embankments, and Putney and 
Waterloo Bridges, and (9) Blackwall, Rotherhithe, and 
Greenwich Tunnels, for the L.C.C. Chief Engineer, 
County Hall, Spring Gardens, S.W.1. Deposit, £1 each 
contract. | 
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JULY 25.—London.—ScHooLs.—(a) the rebuilding of 
Blundell-street School (Islington West), and (b) the 
remodelling of Somerford-street School (Bethnal Green 
South-west), for the L.C.C. Architect to the Council 
New County Hall, Westminster Bridge-road, S.w.] 
Deposit, £3 each contract. 


JULY 25.—Newton Abbot.—Hovsgs.—Erection of 48 _ 


houses in concrete and six in brick, for the U.D.C. Mr 
Josias C. Beare, architect, 42, Devon-square, Newton 
Abbot. Deposit £2 2s. 

* JULY 25,—Purley.—LAVATORIES AND SHED,— 
Erection of lavatory accommodation and tool shed 
at the Coulsdon Memorial Ground, for the U.D.0, 
Office of the Council’s Surveyor, Council Offices 
Purley. Deposit, £1 1s. ; 

JULY 26.—Fowey.—ExTENSION.—Extension of 
generating station at Harbour, for the Great Western 
Railway Co. Engineer, North-road, Plymouth Station. 

JULY 26.—Glasgow.—HovsEs.—Various works in 
connection with erection of 224 houses. Mr. J. 
Lindsay, Town Clerk, City Chambers, Glasgow. 

JULY 26.—Limehouse.—PAINTING.—Exterior and 
interior painting and re-decorating work, at the Institu- 
tion, at Salmon-lane, Ratcliff, of the Board of Guard- 
ians. Mr. A. J. Smith, Clerk, Guardians’ Offices, 
Barnes-street, Ratcliff, E. Deposit, £2 2s. 

* JULY 26.—London, E.—PAINTING.—Exterior and 
interior painting and redecorating work at their 
Institution at Salmon-lane, Ratcliff, E.14, for the 
Guardians of the Parish of Limehouse. Guardians’ 
Offices, Barnes-street, Ratcliff, E.14. Deposit, £2 2s. 


JULY 27.—Bridge.—COTTAGES.—Erection of pair - 


of cottages at Lower Hardres, two at Chartham, and 
three at Wickhambreaux, for the R.D.C. Messrs, 
Cennings & Gray, architects, 4, St. Margaret’s-street, 
Janterburv. Deposit, £2. 

JULY 27.—Hackney.—MAISONETTES.—Erection of 
62 maisonettes, for the B.C. Borough Engineer, 
Mare-street, Hackney. Deposit, £1 1s. 

JULY 27.—Pontefract.— HOTEL.—Pulling down 
certain properties, and building a new hotel, in 
Gillygate, Pontefract, for Messrs. Carter’s Brewery 
Company, Knottingley. Mr. W. J. Tennant, urchitect, 
Pontefract. Deposit £2 2s. 

* JULY 27.—Shaftesbury.—CoTraGEs.—Erection of 
20 cottages at Coppice-street, Shaftesbury, for the 
B.C. Borough Surveyor, Town Hall, Shaftesbury. 
Deposit, £2 2s. 

JULY 28.—Cardiff.—ExTENSION.—Extension of Reg- 
istry Office, Cathays Park, Cardiff, for the University of 
Wales. Messrs. Wills & Kaula, architects, 3, Southamp- 
ton-street, Bloomsbury-square, W.C.1. Deposit, £1 1s. 

* JULY 28.—Croydon (Surrey).—REPAIRS AND 
REDECORATION.—Repairs and redecoration (internal) 
at the Shirley Schools, Wickham-road, Shirley, near 
Croydon, for the Guardians of the Poor of the Parish 
of Bermondsey. Messrs. Newman & Newman, archi- 
tects, 283, Tooley-street, S.E.1. Deposit, £5 Bank 
of England Note. 

JULY 28.—Shirley.—PAINTING, &0.—Repairs and re- 
decoration (internal) at the Shirley Schools, Wickham- 
road, Shirley, near Croydon, for the Bermondsey Board 
of Guardians. Mr. Henry H. Reeve, Clerk, 283, Toolev 
street, S.E.1. 

Juty 30.—Glasgow.—Poump Hovusr, &0.— Grection 
of a turbine pump and motor house, pump seats, &c., at 
the Riddrie Pumping Station, for the T.C. Mr. J. R. 
Sutherland, Engineer, 45, John-street, City. Glasgow. 

Juty 30.—Tredegar.—Hovses.—Erection of 10° 
brick-built houses (in pairs), for the U.D.C.. Mr. H. F. 
Webb, architect, Tredegar Chambers, Blackwood, Mon. 
Deposit, £4. 

*xNoO DaTE.—Beckenham, Kent.—ADDITION.— 
Addition to Elm-road Baptist Church, Beckenham, 
Kent. Mr. H. D. Searles-Wood, architect, 157, Wool 
Exchange, Coleman-street, E.C.2. Deposit, £1 1s. 

No DaTE.—Shaftesbury.—HovseEs.—Erection of 
20 houses at Coppice-street, for the Borough. Borough 
Surveyor, Shaftesbury. Deposit, £2 2s. 


FURNITURE, MATERIALS, etc. 


Juty 18.—Hull.—O1ts.—Supply of machinery oils 
for the electricity undertaking, for the T.C. Mr. H. 
Bell, City Electrical Engineer, Electricity Works, 
Sculcoates-lane, Hull. 

JuLY 25.—Bermondsey.—ROAD MATERIAL.—Supply 
of ballast, sand and hoggin, to the B.C. Mr. Fredk. 
Ryall, Town Clerk, Town Hall, Bermondsey, 8.E. 


GINEFRING, IRON AND STEEL 


JULY 16.—Darley.—HEeaATING INSTALLATION.—Sup- 
pres and fixing low pressure hot-water heating, 

arley Parish Church. Secretary, Parochial Church 
Council, St. Helen‘s, Darley, near Matlock. 

JULY 16.—Lurgan.—Gas PLANT, BUILDING, &C.— 
(1) Supply of a water gas or total carbonization plant ; 
(2) Supply and erection of steel frame corrugated 
building to cover same, for the U.D.C. Mr. W. Tallen- 
tire, Engineer, Gas Works, Lurgan. 

JULY 16.—Scaryorough.—HEATING INSTALLATION. 
—For heating of Floral Hal!. Alexandra Gardens, 
North Cliff. for the T.C. Mr. H. W. Smith, Borough 
Engineer, Town Hall, Scarborough. 

JULY 18.—Blackpool.—ELEOTRICAL INSTALLATION. 
Installation of electric lighting in a portion of the 
Blackpool Secondary. School, Raikes Parade. Director 
of Education, Education Office, Town Hall-street, 
Blackpool. : 

JuLY 18.—Cardiff.—EvLectrio Wirtna.—Electric 
light wiring and fittings in concrete houses, Ely Housing 
Scheme, for the T.C. City Electrical Engineer, The 
Hayes, Cardiff. 

JULY 18,—Edinburgh.—HEATING INSTALLATION.— 
Installation of a low pressure heating system at motor- 
*bus garage, Tramway Depot, Henderson-row. Mr. 
James A. Williamson, A.R.I.B.A., Public Works Office, 
City Chambers, Edinburgh. 
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Juty 18,—Pontefract.—ELECTRIC INSTALLATION.— 


g of supply and fixing of electric light fittings to 1,200 
the pouses for the R.D.C. Mr. G. W. Hobman, Clerk, 
reen 99, Roperate, Pontefract. 
cil, JuLY 19. —Bristol.—HEATING.—Provision of heating 
W.1 paratus for dining hall at Stapleton Institution, for 
Pe Board of Guardians. Mr. J. J. Simpson, Clerk, St. 
f 48 Peter's Hospital, Bris 
Mr, JULY 19,—London . se MATERIALS.— Supply 
ton to the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Co. (1) steel 
work for bridges; (2) spare parts of carriages and 
)— wagons; (3) dressed wagon covers; (4) galvanised 
hed stamped steel mortar pans: (5) mantles for lamps. 
.C, Mr. Rk. H. Walpole, Secretary, 48, ee 
eS, E.C.2. Charge £1 for 1 and 3, 10s, f for 2, 5s. for 4 and 5 
Ju LY 19.—Salford. —RAILINGS —Supply of wrought- 
of jron railings, with standards, for the T.C. Borough 
ern Engineer, Town Hall, Salford. 
ion. JULY ar —Sheffield.—BriIDGE.—For reinforced con- 
in crete or steel bridge to —~ the Great Central Railway 
J. Co.'s main line. Mr. 8. Fedden, engineer, Com- 
mercial-street, Sheffield. Dopeat £2 ‘2s. 
nd JULY 19.—-Stockport -—TiIp WAGONS.—Supply of 
tu- three motor tip-wagons, 40 cwt. to 50 cwt. carrying 
rd- capacity, for the collection of house refuse, Chairman, 
eS, Cleansing Committee, Town Hall, Stockport. 

JuLy 20, —Bristol-DooK WorKS.—Construction of 
ind ferro-concrete lift enclosure, platform, &c., New Cold 
eir Btores, Royal Edward Dock, Avonmouth. Mr. Thomas 
the A. Peace, Engineer, Docks og Office, Avon- 
ns’ mouth Docks, Bristol. Deposit, £ 
2s. Juty 20 .—Edinburgh. — PIPES fa SE of about 
air + 260 tons of 4 in. and 9 in. cast-iron pipes, to the T.C, 
ind Messrs. J. & A. Leslie & Reid, 29, Waterloo-place, 
Ts, Edibburgh. 
et, JULY 20.—London.— ELECTRICAL REPAIRS.— 

Alterations and repairs to the electric lighting, fire 
of alarm and domestic bell installations at St. George’s 
er, Home, Milman’s-street, Chelsea, for the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board. Office of the "Board, Embankment, 
wn £.C.4. Deposit, £1, 
in JuLy 20, Swanage. .—RESERVOIR.—Construction of 
ry a 17,000 gallon reinforced concrete reservoir at Corfe 
ct, Castle, for the U.D.C. Mr. F. B. Goodman, Water 
Engineer, Town Hall, ‘Swanage. 
of Jory  21,—Chepstow.—HEATING.—For heating 
he Y.M.C.A. — Mr. W. Watkins, tary, 
ry. Y.M.C.A., Chepstow. 

JULY "23.—Dartford. —WHARF, &C.—Construction 
g- of reinforced concrete river wharf, bridge, &c., for 
of the West Kent Main Sewerage Board. Mr. 8. R, 
D> Lowcock, engineer, 6, Queen Anne’s-gate, Westminster, 
A 8.W. Deposit, £5, 
sa x JULY 25. —-Maidenhead.—HEATING.—Provision of 
‘D a new sectional boiler and additional pipe work and 
al) radiators, for the Guardians of the Mai _— Union, 
ar Consuiting Engineers, Messrs. Dolby & Williamson, 
sh , Princes-street, Westminster, 8. W.1. Deposit, £2, 
- sor 26.—Bombay.—WaTER WORKS.—The invita- 
1k tion for tenders for the construction of 105 miles of 

steel and reinforced concrete pipe lines in connection 
e- with the water scheme for the ag sey has been 
n- extended to July 26. oe, ylor & Son, 36, 
‘d Victoria-street. 
v- JULY 26.—Brentford. eens .—Reconstruction of 
heating and hot —s upp mr Bigg Ke for a 
n House, for the Board of Binny, 
t consulting engineer, . Manor-road, Weddington’ 
4 Middlesex. Deposit, 3s. 
: JULY 26.—Brentford.—WaATER SOFTENING PLANT,— 
0 For water softening plant and i Mt Bin tanks, for. the 
, ,Board of Guardians. . Mr. de consulting 
‘3 Faint oy st Mancr-road; Mid dlesex, 
posit, 
* JULY 26. a PIPING: ser to the Madras 
é _ and Southern Mahratta Railway Co , of wrought- 
; jron or mild steel piping and fittings, &c. Sec., 25, 
en Palacé-road,; Westminster, 8.W.1. Charge, 
8 
; JULY F anette - Os WALL. ca Raliding of 
at. Docks. peovmen of ‘Overseas 
Trade 3, i ‘old f ilesi-etrect, , 
‘ —Manchester,— ELECTRICAL Macurwnny.— 
sunly of electrical “lestricky Dept te the T.C. Mr. F. E. 
Hughes, -Secretary, : Electri Dept., Town Hall, 
Manchester. Deposit, £2 
3 JuLy 30 aicnnn.-—iigtood Work. eneie’ 


and erection of steel girders and other works required 
in the strengthening of Bridley-road bridge, for the” 
T.C. Mr. J. England, a, neer,. Wrexham. 

Aveust 3.—Brownhills.— G 
Supply and erection of two oil engines and four stereo- 
phagus pumps (of a combined \tapacity of 46,000 
on per hour), also of other machinery, for’ the 

U.D.C. Mr. Robert Green, consulting a5 37, 
Waterloo-street, Birmingham. Deposit, £3 3s, 

AvauUsT 3, — Bulawayo yo. — ELECTRICAL PLANT. — 
supply of electric light and 

ity of Bulawayo, Rho « Messrs. Davis & 
Soper, agent, 54, St. Mary Axe, London, E.C. De- 

AvGust 3.—London.—RaILway STORES. —Supply to 
the Bombay, Baroda, and Central India Railwa: . of 
(1) Metals, (2) bolts, nuts and rivets, (3) wrought iron 
or steel piping, &e. - , & Ss. Young, Secretary, 
The White Mansion, 91, ” Petty France, Westminster, 
8.W.1. Charge £1 foritems 1 and 2. and 10s. for 3. 

AUGUST 8.—Thirsk.—AERIAL ROPEWAY.—For com- 
Pletion of aerial apd for transport of store, for 
= a .C. Mr. W. Swarbreck, Clerk, Finkle-street, 

ITs. 

AUGUST 15.—Australia.—STEELWORK AND PLANT.— 
Supply to the State Electricity Commission of Victoria 
of steelwork for power station buildings, roof covering 
and electrical a nt. Agent-General for Victoria, 
rhea 2 10,—Argenine. —srezt.—supply to th 

UGUST TEEL, upp) e 
Bridges and Roads Department, 2 280 tons of rolled 
steel and 10 tons of cast steel. t of Over- 
teas Trade, 35, Old | acne Ag 

Avaust 20,.—Mansfield—SALVAGE Prawe. —Erection 
of salvage plant at the Health Depot, comprising: (1) 
Refuse screening plant in two units, with total capacity 





“Enquiry Room of the 


MACHINERY.— * 








SANS THE BUILDER TAR: 





of 100 tons per day, cinder washers, elevators and con- 
veyors ; (2) steel-framed building; (3) extension of 
tipping platform, for the T.C. Mr. ‘Waude Thompson, 
an Engineer, Market-street, Mansfield. Deposit 

2 2s. 

.Av@ust 29, — Johannesburg.—MACHINERY.—Erec- 
tion of machinery, &c., for extension of by-products 
7 municipal abattoirs, Johannesburg. Messrs. 

Carling & Co., St. Dunstan’s-bui dings, St. 
Dunstan’ s-hill, London, E. 6. 8. Deposit £1 1s. 
SEPTEMBER 9.—South Africa.—FILTER PLANT.— 
Supply and erection for the Rand Water Board of a 
complete installation of mechanical or other filters 
proses of filtering 5} million _s. of water per 24 
hours at the Vereeniging Main Pumping Station. 
partment of Overseas Trade, 
35, Old Queen-street, Westminster, S.W.1. 
No DatTEe.—Hitchin.—WATER MAIN —Provision 
laying of about 940 yards of 4in., 2,490 yards of 
3 ‘ee and 180 yards of 2 in. cast iron water main, and 
about 600 yards of 1}in. and 1}in. galvanised water 
pipe in the parish of St. Ippollitts, near Hitchin, for the 
R.D.C. Messrs. W. R. & W. Phillips, Gas Works, 
Luton. Deposit £2 2s. 

No DaTE.—Skipton.— ELECTRICAL WorkK.—Erection 
(labour only) of lattice standards, insulators, and over- 
head cables, forming distribution system in and around 


Grassington. Linton Estates Co., Ltd., Linton, near 
Skipton. 
ROAD, SANITARY, AND WATER 


WORKS. 


JULY 16.—Birmingham.—Pavine.—For repaving 

wMyerounts, at the Children’s Homes, for the 

Board et uardians. - —_rcccrne at the Homes, 
eee ig Fics Birmingha 

JULY 16, ~ Geasebantp oii WATERWORKS, — 
Construction of a concrete service reservoir and the 
providing and laying about 5,200 lineal yards of 5 in. 
cast-iron, turned, ~ bred, spigot and socket pipes, 

Brady and Partington, Town Hall, Chapel-en: 
le-Frith. cate Fs 8s. 

JULY 16.—Greenock.—PAVING.—Paving of part of 

Port Glasgow-road and East Hamilton-street, ~ the 
T.C. Office of Public Works, Municipal Building ¢ 
Greenock, Deposit, £1 1s. 

JuLty 16,.— -—ROapDs. Myint ww g and 
laying creosoted deal blocks and, where ,& new 
concrete foundation in portion of Holland ~ vit 
ped the B.C. Borough Engineer, Town Hall, Kensing- 


J ULY 16,—Orsett.—SEWERS.—Construction of stone- 
ware and cast-iron pipe sewers, &c., for the R.D.C, 
Messrs, John Taylor & Sons, 36, Victoria-street, West- 
minster,S.W.1. Deposit £5. 

JULY 18,—Bacup.—RoapDs,—Street improvements 
in Newehusch-voad, Stacksteads and Rochdale-road 
for the + Oo. Borough Surveyor, Bacup, 

JULY 18.—Hale.—SaNITARY.—Conversion of privies 
to’ water <oale for the U.D.C. Sanitary Inspector, 
Council Offices, Hale. 

JULY 18.—Pontefract.—ROADS.—Construction of 
roads and Saaing ¢ at Fairburn (10 houses), for the 
R.D.C. Mr. Geo. W. Hobman, Clerk, 29, Ropergate, 
Pontefract. Deposit t £1. 

JULY 18.—Southend-on-Sea.—SEWERS.—For sewer- 
ing part of Prittlewell-chase, for the T.C. Mr, H, 
Dyer, an Engineer, Southend. Deposit, 

JOLY 20.—Halesworth.—WaTeR: WORKS.—(1) ‘Sup- 
plying cast-iron mains; (2) laying same; (3) erection 
of a ferro-concrete te water tower ; (4) erection of a pump- 
Bouse £40 6) pomping mech machinery, for the U.D.C, Mr. 

“- ~ Deposit’ 2s. 6d. 
aut 720. be Sa - and Brentwood.—Roaps,— 
Road repairing work at (1) Grove Fever Hospital, 
\ pee -grove, Tooting Craveneg, © 8.W. v olive (2) High 
rentwood, Essex, for the kan Anylume 
,, Occ of the Board, Bubedkuent 


One) Roane, £00) Repairs to 
Littleham 


near pton ; 
fencing on the south side of same 
Lea nae ag Asylangy! posed. 
O. 4, _Deposit, 
wanage.— WATER 
sly 2780 yards of 4 and $ in, w water iain, 
for the U,D,.C. Mr. F, B, Goodman, Town Hall, 
Swanage. 
JULY 20,—T, 3S.W., and ee muaee 
AD REPAIRING WORK.—(1) Grove Fever H R 
, Tooting Graveney, 8.W.17; (2) 
came: i for the etropolitan As TY 
the Board, Embankment, B.C4 
Depanit, i in res og of each work. 

.—SEWERAGE WORKS.—-Construe- 
tion of salen and surface water drainage works 
in connection with the Council’s Housing schemes. 
‘Mr. A. E. Jepson, ome Offices, Cheadle. 

JULY 21.—High combe.— SEWERS,—Construc- 
= of sewers, &c., for the T.C. Mr, T. J. Rushbrooke, 

rough Engineer, High Wycombe. Deposit, £1 1s, 

york —West Riding — ASPHALTING.—For asphalt- 
ing works ‘at various schools. West Riding Education 
Authority, County Hall, Wakefield. 

JULY 3. —Du —SEWER. —Construction of —" 
lineal. yards of 9 in. and 6 in. pipe sewers, ‘&c., 
Ushaw Moor, for the R.D.C. Mr. Geo. \dsathnn. 


Surveyor, Durham. Deposit, 19s. 

JULY. 29.—Burncrooks.—ROAD—Completion. of 
the road of access to Burncrooks Reservoir, for the 
Clydebank Water . Trustees. Superintendent, 60, 
Dumbéarton-road, Clydebank. 

JvuLY 30,— -—SEWERS.—Laying of 6in. 
9 in. .and -12in. stoneware sewers, for the BDA. 
Messrs. Son & Watney, engineers, Pru- 
dential an, Lichfield-street, Wolverhampton. 

ULY #50 O-Lilassitteant and Liantwit Fardre.— 
SEWERAGE.—For construction of Pontyclun Sewerage 
Scheme, for the R.D.C.. Messrs. Thomas & Morgan & 

ners, civil i 23, Gelliwastad-road, Ponty- 
pri d. Deposit, £ 








Competitions. 
(See Competition News, page 68 ) 


Auction Sales, Tenders, etc, 


Juty 15.—Chatham, Kent.—Messrs. Henry 
Butcher & Co. will sell, at "Anchor Wharf, H.M. Dock- 
yard, Chatham, large quantities of valuable new and 

artly used sone. Auctioneers, 63 and 64, Chancery- 
ane, ‘London, W 2, 

JULY 19.—Staines.—Messrs. Bradshaw, Brown & 
Co. will sell by order of the Official Receiver in the 
matter of the mes Engineeri = Aircraft Co., Ltd. 
(in liquidation) at Pretoria Hall, ines-road, and the 
Saw Mills, French-street, tn Middlesex. The 
leasehold property, machinery, and effects, office furni- 
ture, eas” &c. Auctioneers, Billiter-square Build- 

"JULY 26, . ee. Middlesex.—Messrs, Brad- 
shaw, Brown & Co. will sell in lots at Purex Works, 
Greenford, Middlesex, builders and contractors surplus 
poet and —— Auctioneers, Billiter-square 

uildings, E 

JULY 26, OF, AND 28.—Shoreham-by-Sea.— Messrs, 
Robson & Perrin will sell, at the Shorshasa Shipyard 
machinery, loose wwe 4 — and ship’s fittings 
Auctioneers, 40-42, King William-street, London, E.C 

%* JULY 28,—Northolt, Middlesex.—Messrs. P, Ghase 
Gardener & Co. will sell, at the Northolt Aerodrome 
Northolt, 45 sectional and other huts, &c. Auctioneers 
269, High- street, Hounslow. 


Public Appointments, 


JuLy 15.—York.—Architectural Assistant req 
in the ony 5 agg: ay Department of the York “Con 
———. Mr. F, W. Spurr, City Engineer, Guildhail, 


ork. 

JULY 16.—Cardiff.—LECTURER.—Full-time Lec- 
turer in Building Trades subjects uired for the 
Technical College, Cardiff. Mr. John J. Jackson, B.A,, 
Director of Education, City Hall, 5 

SEPTEMBER 26. — ton-upon-Thames, — In- 
structors in Land Surveying and Builders’ Quantities 
required for evening classes for the Autumn term, 
Mr. H. T. Roberts, B.A., Education Secretary, Educa- 
tion Office, Technical Institute, Kingston-upon-Thames. 





PATENTS. 
APPLICATIONS PUBLISHED.* 


161,378.—A. C. Walker: Clips for securing 
roofing-slates and the like. 
161,382.—A. Browne (L. Bishopric): Wall 
coverings. 3 
161,394.—T. Cook: Speed-limiting devices 
for fire-escapes or other lowering appliances. 
161,440.—E. P. Hollis and H. L. Hollis: 
Wood trimmers. 
161,458.—S. Cross ;~ Sliding windows. 
161,494.—W. Stafford and W. Davies : 
tables, and like office furniture. 
161,596.—T. F, Hoare : » Framed sections for 
and the construction of houses and like ‘build- 
i 


Desks, 


“iél,vl4.——J. F. Matthews : Means for. build- 
ing houses and like ettentuses in reififorced 
concrete. 

161,631.—E. Airey; Construction of con- 
crete walls and pillars or piers connected 


therewith. 


161,637.—E. Jones: Slate roofs. ; 

161,640.—G. W. Wilkins : Building structures. 

161,677. —E. Hurden, A. P. Hurden and §. E. 
Beeson : Construction and erection of. walls or 
partitions for buildings and, like structures, 

161,712.—C. Giles : Damp: -proof and cons, 
densation-proof walls, 

161;731.—C. F. McAvoy and D. E. McAvoy : 
Sectional buildings. 

161,738.—W. G. Richards, A. -W.. Capener 
and A. M. Capener :~ Paint-spraying and the 
like apparatus. 

101,783.—R. Eccles and J. B, Crowther: 
Chimney pots and cowls. 

161,790.—W. Shufflebottem ont T. Ken- 
worthy : Concrete building-blocks and the con- 
struction of walls therefrom. 

161,797.—E. V. Roux: Building elements or 
blocks, 

161,81¢.—R. 8. Requa: 
building tiles or ‘blocks. 

161,824.-N.° 8S. Chedburn ‘and W,. R. 
Chalmers: Apparatus for constructing mono 
lithic concrete wallsin sit. 


Interlocking hollow 





* All these applications are now.in the in 
which opposition’to the grant of Patents uper m 
may be made. 
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PROPOSED NEW BUILDINGS AND OTHER WORKS.* 


Is these lists care is taken to ensure the accuracy of the information 
occasionally happen that, owing to building owners 


iven, but it ma 
the responsibility of commencing wor 


before plans are finally approved by the local authorities, ‘‘ proposed’’ works at the time of 


ublication have been act 


commenced. Abbreviations :—T.C. for Town Council; U.D.C. for 


rban District Council; R,D.C. for Rural District Council; E.0. for Education Committee; B.G. 
for Board of Guardians; L.C.C. for London County Council; B.C. for Borough Council; and P.C. 


for Parish Council. 


ADWICK.—Plans for premises for the Adwick Equit- 
able Working Men’s Club have been passed. 

BOURNEMOUTH.—Plans passed by T.C.: Additions 
to house, corner of Talbot and Stanfield-roads, for 
Dr. A. Greenwood ; extension to garage, “* Van Buren,” 
Oban-road, Mr. J. White; lock-up shop, 3, Portman- 
terrace, Seabourne-road, for Mr. Bartlett ; motor cycle 
house, 25, Wentworth-avenue, for Mr. F. C. Ruse; 
motor house, ‘‘ Chalumna,’”’ Dunbar-road, for Mr. W. 
Hedding ; additions, 36, Talbot-avenue, for Mr. W. F. 
Wenyon; motor house, ‘“* Verona,” Stanford-road, for 
Mr. F. Golton; balcony, ‘ The Cove,’’ Dell-road, for 
Mr. G. F. de Zoete; additions, 41, Seamoor-road, for 
Mr. Kingsnorth; motor house, “ Decilia Cottage,” 
Cecil-avenue, for Mr. Whittaker; house,. Plot 29, 
Newstead-road, for Mr. J. Drewitt ; additions, ‘‘ Koy- 
ama,” West Cliff-road, for Mr. J. G. Robinson ; addi- 
tions, Printing Works, Oxford-road, for Messrs. D. 
Sydenham & Co.; motor house, Strouden-road, for Mr. 
8S. Binney ; additions, 15, Spencer-road, for Mr, A. E. 
Tompkins ; house, Arnewood-road, for Mr. J. Newbury ; 
bungalow, Plot 4, Queen’s Park North Drive, for Mr. 
J. Drewitt ; three,houses, Strouden-road, for Mr. J. 
Drewitt; house, Tddesleigh-road, for Mr. F. Harris ; 
lock-up shop, corner Bennett and Malmesbury Park- 
roads, for Mr. P. Tomasso; house, Marine-road, for 
Messrs. Stacey & Scott; conversion. into flats, 16, 
Walpole-road, for Mr. F. Still;) house, Rutland-road, 
for Mr. A. Barnes; house, Alyth-road, for Mr. A. 
Barnes; house, Queen’s Park North Drive, for Mr. 
W. W. Baker ; alterations to premises, 106, Poole-road, 
for Lloyds Bank, Ltd.; shop; Ensbury'Park-road, for 
Mr. J. Wyatt; house and shop, Seabourne-road, for 
Mr. W. Whittingham; garage, ‘“* Warwick Grange,” 
Lansdowne-road, for Mrs. Burton Johnson; house, 
Soberton-road, for Mr, -W. Hayward: . additions, 
** Quarndon,” Knyveton-road, for the Hon: Mrs. Jervis; 
house, Queen’s Park North Drive, for Mr. W. Hayward; 
house, Queen’s Park North Drive, for Messrs. 
Rendall, Litchfield, Rumsby & Rodd; two houses, 
Cecil-avenue, for Mr. J. J. Elkins ; house, King George- 
avenue, for Mr. H. A. Curtis ; conversion into flats, 46, 
Wimborne-road, for Mr. J. E. Day; house, corner 
Talbot and Stirling-roads, for Mr. A. Barnes; altera- 
tions, 3, St. Michael’s-rise, for Mr. Lomas; covered 
yard, rear of 63 and 65, Stewart-road East, for the 
Imperial Motor Works, Ltd. ; motor house, 12, Carys- 
fort-road, for Mr. F. Byford ; conversion into flats, 26, 
Lorne Park-road, for Mr. D’Esterre ; additions, ‘‘ Lust- 
leigh,’’ Westby-road, for Mr. J. J. Kingstcen; house, 
Heatherlea-road, for Mrs. Collins; 3 houses, King 
George-avenue, for Mr. H. C. Barnes ; house, Queen’s 
Park North Drive, for Mr. W. Hayward; house, 
St. Luke’s-road, for Messrs.. Hawkins Bros.; house, 
Soberton-road, for Mr. C.. V. Miller; house, Suffolk- 
road, for Mrs. Harper; additions to premises, Wim- 
borne-road, for Mr. T. Wade; house, Queen’s Park 
North Drive, for Mr. W. W. Baker. 

BRANDON.—Plans passed .by- U.D.C. :—House at 
Brandon Colliery for the subscribers to the Check 
Weigh Fund. 

BuxTON.—Plans passed by T.C. :—Alterations to 
Park Garage, for Messrs. Hodgkinson & Sons; store at 
Ivy Lodge, Hardwick-square, for Mr. J. E. Sutton ; 
shop conversion, Fairfield-road, for Mr. M. Luke’; 

me sheds in Dale-road, for the British Petroleum 

0., Lt oly , 

CHERITON.—Plans have been approved for ten new 
houses in Marler-road. 

CHESTERFIELD.—An inquiry has been held into the 
application of the T.C. to borrow £10,000 for water- 
works purposes. 

DEWSBURY.—Plans passed :—Alterations and addi- 
tions to premises, Savile Farm, for Messrs. Henry, Day 
& Sons; altération, premises, Long Causeway, for 
Messrs, M. Oldroyd & Sons. 

DONOASTER.—A Ministry of Health inquiry has-been 
held into the application by the R.D.C. to borrow 
£39,000 for works of sewerage and £4,200 for water 
supply for Barnby Dun and Kirk Sandall. 

DUNDEE.—Plans passed: Alteratiofis to cottage, 
Americanmuir-road, Downfield, for Mrs. Dryden ; 
platform roof, Chapel-street, for Jas. Keiller & Son, 
Ltd. ; additions to hall, Church-street, for the managers 
of St. Salvador’s Church; garage, Craigiebarn-road, 
for Thoms & Wilkie; alterations on property, Long 
Wynd, for Dr. Kinnear; house, Rockfield-street, for 
Edward M‘Gregor. 

DUNFERMLINE.—The Dean of Guild Court has 
approved of plans submitted by Rosyth Hotel Asso- 
ciation, Ltd., for the erection of a modern hotel at 
Rosyth Garden City. 

EASINGTON.—The R.D.C, has passed plans for a 
hotel at Blackhall for the Durham and North Yorkshire 
Public House Trust Co. 

ELLAND.—The Elland U.D.C. decided to go forward 
with its scheme of town-planning, approving the draft 
plans of Mr. Carby Hall, of Leeds, the town-planning 
surveyor. 

Essex.—The Essex Territorial Force Association has 
submitted the following proposals to the War Office for 
criticism :—Dunmow, headquarters of light construc- 
tion for a platoon, 5th Essex, £3,400 ; Clacton-on-Sea, 
headquarters of a company, 5th Essex, and one troo 
_Essex_Yeomanry, hutting, £4,000; Halstead, head- 


* See also our List of Contracts, Competitions, éte, 





quarters of a company, 5th Essex, and one troop Essex 
Yeomanry, £3,400. The Secretary reports that the 
War Office had passed the chief part of the scheme, but 
had requested a cheaper scheme for Dunmow. 
HINCKBEY.—The committee of Hinckley Cottage 
Hospital have approved of plans of alterations and 
additions. The cost of the extensions is approxi- 
mately £8,000, of which £4,500 is already in hand. 
HULL.—Plans passed by T.C.: house, Newland 
Park, for J. W. Purnell; house, Newland Park, for 
T. Davis; stand, Goddard-avenue, for the Hull and 
East Riding Football Club; additions, 20, George- 
street, for J. E. Longbottom; heating chamber, 
Clough-road, for the Trustees, St. John’s Church ; 
sanitary improvements, Boy’s Swimming Pond, Picker- 
ing Park, for the Parks and Burial Committee ; green- 
house, 178, - Bank, for A. C. Carter; shed, 22, 
Beverley-road, for J. Townend; additions, Scarboro- 
street, for Kenyon, Son &,Crayen ; alterations, Charles- 
street, for the Hull Trades Council and Labour Party ; 
shop front, 277, Anlaby-road, for C. E. Pittaway ; 
workshop, Madeley-street, for H. Smith;, garage and 
billiard-room, New Garden-street, for Longbottom & 
Scarborough; sheds, Londesboro-street, for Fenner, 
Panton & Co.; drying sheds, Southcoates-lane, for 
Gabriel, Wade & English, Ltd. ; garage, Newland Park, 
for M. V. Gosschalk; alterations, Manor-street, for 
Payne & Payne; alterations, 448, Hessle-road, for 
Mallory’s, Ltd.; additions, 85, Victoria-avenue, for 
W. Flint; workshop, 38 and 40, Fountain-road, for 
Quibell & Son, Ltd.; shop, &e., Anlaby-road and 
Walliker-street, for Hull Co-operative Society, Ltd. ; 
warehouse, . Osborne-street, for Hull Co-operative 
Society, Ltd.; club and institute, Kingston-square, 
for Hull Trades Council and Labour Party. : 
. ILKESTON.—Plans passed by U.D.C.: Workshop, 
Cotmerkey-road, for Mr. L. Buxton; garage, Drum- 
mond-road,-for Mr. A. Serven.—It is proposed to 
adapt the tank at the rear of the Town Hall for the 
purposes of a public open-air bath, 60 feet by 30 feet, 
at an estimated cost of £600. -.. ’ a 
LANARKSHIRE.—At a meeting of the Lower Ward 
District Committee of Lanarkshire it was intimated 
that plans had been passed for the Millerston and the 
Eastfield, Rutherglen,. housing schemes to the total 
value of £160,000, providing for 178 houses between 
the two schemes. ‘ 
LEEDS.—The following applications for certificates 
of approval of proposals to construct houses under 
Section 1 (2) of the Housing (Additional Powers) Act 
1919, have been acceded to :—Miss D. Webb, bungalow 
in Wood-lane, Potternewton ; Rhodes Bros., house in 
Sutherland-avenue, Roundhay ; Mr. G. Wright, 4 pairs 
semi-detached houses in Lidgett-Park-avenue, Rouwnd- 
hay; Mrs. F. Thornton, bungalow in Weetwood-lane, 
Leeds ;. Mr. L. Bonner, bungalow off Gladstone-terrace ; 
Stanningley ; Mr. H. Lax, 12 houses in Thorn-lane, 
Gledhow; Mrs. E. Outhwaite, house in The Drive, 
Cross Gates; Mr. A. Pettitt, 8 :.ouses in Gledhow 
Wood-road, Leeds; Mr..G.:Monkman, 5 houses in 
Harehills-lane, Leeds; Bowcrete ‘Construction Co., 
4 bungalows in Kirkstall and Boston-avenues, Leeds. 
__ LONDON (CAMBERWELL).—Building corner of West- 
macott-street and Edmund-street, for Messrs. J. W 
Simpson and Maxwell Ayrton; house, High-street, 
Dulwich Village, for Messrs, Culpin & Bowers. 
LONDON (GREENWICH).—Drainage plans passed by 
B.C.: At L.C.C. nursery school, Gonson-place, Dept- 
ford, for Messrs. A..& F. J. Leather; ‘at works of 
South Metropolitan Gas Co., Blackwall Point; at 
premises of Messrs. .G..Mundey & Sons, North-street, 
Charlton-;,, at 145, Church-lane, Charlton, for- Messrs: 
J. Hocking & Co. ; and at the West: Greenwich Works 
of the South Metropolitan Gas Co. ' y ‘ 
LONDON (HACKNEY).—Plans passed by B.C. :+~ 
‘Drainage, 156 and 158, Stoke Newington High-street; 
for Messrs, Stapleton & Sons; garage and stable, 2, 
Sylvester-road, for Messrs. J. Hamilton & Son; drain- 
age, 245B, Wick-road, for Mr. W. J. Wood; - Drainage 
plans passed at 18 and 20, Berkshire-road, for Messrs. 
C. C. and T. Moore ; at 59, Thistlewaite-road, for Mr. 
E. R. Dowson; at 25 and 27, Trederwen-road, for 
Messrs. Elsdon & Son; at 55, Malvern-road, for Mr. 
W. T. Ricketts; at 106, Queen’s-road, for Messrs. H. 
Donaldson & Sons ; at 77, Amhurst-road, for Mr. R. W. 
M’Whinnie ; at 1, Maiwand-road, for Mr. W. Goodman. 
LONDON (LAMBETH).—Plans passed :—Building, 
Monkton-street, for Mr. F. A. Powell; monument, 
South Lambeth-road, for Mr. F.T. Dean; alterations 
to bank premises of the London County Westminster 
and Parr’s Bank, Herne Hill, for Messrs. F. Wheeler 
& Sons.—The B.C. ae to relay part of the road- 
way of Hinton-road at-an estimated cost of £2,010. 
LONDON (ST. PANCRAS).—Part of the St. Pancras 
Workhouse is to be converted into a nurses’ home at 
a cost of £10,000.—Plans have been submitted to the 
L.C.C, for a garage at St. Pancras to accommodate 500 
cars. It will be a building of seven stories, lifts being 
provided to convey cars to the upper floors. 
NOTTINGHAM.—The Health Committee recommend 
application to the Ministry of Health for sanction to 
borrow £200,000 for the conversion of pail closets into 
water closets.—The T.C. propose to erect an additional 
101 houses. : ‘ 
OLDBURY.—The U.D.C. has decided to apply to the 
Ministry of Health for sanction to a loan not exceeding 
£4,000 for the provision of gas mains to the Awefields 
— where Smethwick is carrying out a housing 
e. = 
OSSETT.—Plans passed by T.C. :—North light ‘stitd 
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ae 
at Highfield Mills, for Messrs. Walter Walker Son - 
three houses, Warneford-avenue, for Messrs. H; pworth 
& Moorhouse ; pair of cottages, Sunny Bank, for Mr 
T. H. Glover, J.P: : 7 

ROTHERHAM.—Plans passed by T.C. »~Mr. J 0 
Cox, the Crofts, two-storied auction mart, &c. : Messrs. 
J.J. Habershon & Sons, Ltd., Holmes Mills, roil turning 
shop and extensions to’ machine shop; Messrs, q 
Bilton & J. Woollen, Wickersey-road, pair semj- 
detached two-storied villas ; Messrs. J. Jackson «& Co 
Ltd., Burton Weir Works, Brinsworth-street, lava 
tories, &c. 

SALFORD.—Plans passed by T.C:>—Construction of 
group drainage to 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8, Carmonga- 
gardens, Cavendish-road, Broughtom; houses, 3 and 4 
Carmona-gardens, Cavendish-road, Broughton. ; altera- 
tions to stable, back Hilton-street, Broughton ; sanj- 
tary conveniences at 1, Coke-street, Higher Broughton - 
and 32, St. Mark’s-lane, Broughton ; cinematograph 
theatre, New Central Hall, Blackfriars-road, Salford - 
sanitary accommodation, “Stag Inn,” Hodve-lane 
Pendleton ; additions to warehouse and offices, Oldfield. 
road, Salford; dwelling-house, ‘‘ Pengarth,” Water. 
park-toad, Broughton ; construction of receiving ward, 
Salford Union, Eccles New-road, Salford ; alterations 
to dwelling-house and drains, The Priory, Swinton 
Park-road, Pendleton; additions to motor garage 
Singleton-road, Broughton; dwelling-house, ‘ Pep- 
garth,” Waterpark-road, Broughton; case workg 
Kellett-street, New River-street, Pendleton ; sanitary 
accommodation at Pendleton Free Library, Gardner- 
street, Pendleton. 

SouTH SHIELDS.—Plans passed by  T.C.:—Mr, 
Howard Hill, for Mrs. A. Raine, shop premises, 
Hudson-street ; Mr. Howard Hill, for Mr. H. Randall, 
alterations 146 and 148, Mile End-road ; Mr. Howard 
Hill, for Messrs, Jennings & Son, addition to premises, 
Chapter-row ; Mr. Howard Hill, for Mr. R. Mather, 
conversion of store rooms into residence, corner of 32, 
Mount-terrace and Fowler-street ; Mr. Howard Hill, 
for Mr. J. F. Fischer, alterations to premises, 38 and 40, 
Westoe-road ;. Messrs. Shell-Mex, Ltd.; for: pump 
house, office, and tank, on land belonging to the N.E.R, 
Co., abutting Station-road ; Mr. J. H. Morton, for the 
Grand Electric Theatre Co., alterations to the Grand 
Electric Theatre, Ocean-road; Mr. J. H. Morton, for 
Mr. J. Rowlerson, garage, 171, Laygate ; Messrs. T.A, 
Page & Son, for Messrs. R. Brown & Son, 30 semi- 
detached houses on building estate, Cauldwell; Messrs, 
T. A. Page & Son, for Mr. J. Soper, house, Beach-road. 

STAFFORD.—The T.C. having made application to 
the Ministry of Health for sanction to borrow £16,000 
for improvements at the gasworks, an inspector of the 
Ministry has held a public inquiry. Plans passed by 
T.C. :—Messis: Chance & Hunt, Ltd., garage at Salt 
Works, Marston-road ; Mr. H. Osborne, bungalow at 
Queensville ; Mr. J. Taylor, house in Stafford-street. 

STRETFORD.—Plans passed by. U.D.C. :—Garage, 
Elevator-road, for Mr. E. W. Binns; additions to 
works, Hawkens-street, for Messrs. Humphries, Jackson 
& Ambler, Ltd.; timber store sheds, Mosley-road, for 
Mr. E. Clarke; three houses, Chester-road, for Mr. 
Fred Thorpe. 

WOLVERHAMPTON.—Plans passed by T.C.:—A. C. 
Finnis, shed, St. Jude’s-road; F. J. Kenny, bay 
window, 34, Merridale-road ; M. Marshall, garage, 285, 
Dudley-road; F. Oppelfens, shed, 81, Jeffcock-road ; 
E. Harley, additions, Clifford-street ; H. Aibino, shed, 
110, Stafford-road; Mrs. Laurie, sanitary improve- 
ments, 56, Chapel Ash; A Davies, bungalow, Elm- 
street ; Mrs. Ansell, alterations, 49, Great Brickkiln- 
street; K. H. Smith, bungalow, off Finchfield-road ; 
J. Speirs; shop, Lord-street ; M. Weston, shop, 2, 
Ettingshall-road ; A. Powell, shed, Lord-street ; Miss 
Phillips, replacing of roof and back on existing walls to 
form garage, 7, Penn-road; G. E. Luce, motor shed, 
&c., Tettenhall-road ; W. Butler & Co., Ltd., additions, 
the ‘‘ Golden Lion,” Salop-street, and alterations, the 
‘* Star Vaults,” Horseley Fields; J. Edwards, covered 
way to yard, 16, .Cleveland-street; Dr. Spencer, 
additions, 150, Waterloo-road; the Wolverhampton 
and Victoria Hotel Co., Ltd., alterations; the ‘* Victoria 
Hotel,” Lichfield-street. 
FIRES 

BIRMINGHAM.—The greater portion of the premises 
of the Stentophone Engineering Co., at King’s Heath. 
has béen destroyed by fire. - 

* BRIGHTON.—The Rock Brewery, Kemp Town, has 
been the scene of a fir:, and damage to the extent of 
£2,000 was done. 

‘CARDIFF.—An extensive fire has occurred at the 
Crown Wagon and Engineering Works, Maindy (Messrs. 
Hall, Lewis & Co.). 

CRAGHEAD.—A hardware and general dealers’ shop 
at Craghead, owned by Walter Willson & Co., Ltd., and 
— by Mr. T.H. Cousins, has been destroyed by 

re. 
DORCHESTER.—The western block of the old R.H.A. 
barracks has been destroyed by fire. j 

KINGUSSIE.—The most disastrous fire in the history 
of Badenoch has taken place at Kingussie, resulting in 
the total destruction of a stretch of modern dwelling- 
houses and shops forming the principal business 
premises on the north side of the High-street. The 
buildings involved include those of Mr. Strachan, 
baker; Mr. Ewan Campbell, cabinetmaker and iron- 
monger; James Johnstone, printer and stationer ; 
James MacRae, cycle dealer and sporting emporium ; 
Miss Cameron, dressmaker, together with all the 
~~ —rrr offices and. outhouses, and a semi-detached 
villa. 


“‘ The National Builder.”’ 

We ‘have received from the Compendium 
Press a copy of the first number of The National 
Builder, the official journal of the National 
Federation of . Building’ Trades’ . Employers. 
The first number is dated July, and the publica- 
tion is to be issued monthly. ; 
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‘sews a, ... PRICES. CURRENT OF MATERIALS.* 


[Owing to the: ‘exceptional circumstances which prevail at the present time, prices of materials should be confirmed by Inquiry. 
Since our last issue various revisions have been made.— Ed. } 


BRICKS, ° &e, 
Per 1,000 Alongside, in River Thames 


up to London Bridge. £ s. 4. 

Batt Stocks. «3sccwebense oe we 
Per 1000, Delivered at London Goods Stations. 

£s. d. £64 

Flettons...... 317 0 Best Blue 

Best Stour- Pressed Staf- 
bridge Fire fordshire ... 11 19 0 
bricks ...... 12 14 0 Do. Bulilnose.. 12 9 9 

Blue Wire Cute 10 1 6 

GLAZED BRIGKsS— 

Best White, D'’ble Str’tch’rs 37 0 0 
Ivory, and D’ble Headers 34 0 0 
Salt Glazed One Side and 
Stretchers .. 28 10 0 two Ends .. 38 0 0 

Headers....... 28 0 @ Two Sides and 

Quoins, Bull- one End .... 39 0 0 


nose and 4}in. 
__ pee % 0 0 Squints..... 36 10 0 
Second Quality, £1 per 1,000 less than best. Cream 


and buff, £2 extra over white. Other colours, Hard 
Glaze, £5 10s, extra over w a 
Thames Ballast .....+.. 17 6 per yard, 
Rae wae SS se delivered 
Thames Sand ..... erece sa 2 miles 
Best Washed Sand ...... -- ei: w@ radius 
fin. Shingle for Ferro- Padding- 
Concrete .....- ‘ieenene So. «@ ton. 
in. 23.0, 
Por ton. delivered in London ‘area. 
Ss. d. £ s, da. 
Best Portland Cement ...... 6 76 .. 5618 0 
1006/6 alongside at Vauxhall in 80-ton lots. 
Ferrocrete per ton extra on above... 10 0 


Best Ground Blue Lias Lime 3 12- 6 at rly. depot. 
NOTE.—The cement or lime Is exclusive of the ordina 
charge for sacks. The sacks are charged at 
each and credited at 2s. each if returned in good 
condition within three months, 
Grey Stone Lime ...... 748. Od. per ton delivered. 
Stourbridge Fireclay in s’cks 44s. 8d. per ton at'rly. dpt. 


STONE. 


Bato StoneE—delivered in railway trucks at 8. 4. 
Westbourne Park, Paddington, G.W.R., or 
South Lambeth, G.W.R.. per ft. cube...... 8 23 
Do. do. delivered in oibwur trucks at Nine 
Elms, L. & 8.W.R.. per ft. cube 
Do. do. delivered on road wagons at Nine Elms 
WEY sscvadaeescoos eeeeuut tests oe | 
PORTLAND STONE— 
Brown Whitbed, in random blocks of 20 ft. 
average, delivered in rail way trucks at 
Nine Elms, L.& 8.W.R., South Lambetn 
Station, G.W.K., and Westbourne Park, 


. Paddington, G. Ww -R., per ft. cube ..... 4 11} 
Do. do. delivered on road wagons at above 
stations, per ft. cube.. .......-.... cece OS 


White basebed, 3d. per ft. cube extra. 
Norr.—4d. ft. ‘cube extra for every foot over 20 ft. 
average, and 3d. beyond 30 ft. 
YorRK STONE, BLUE—Robin Hood Quat Gusty, 

Delivered at any Goods Station London. 4s. 
Scappled random blocks ..... . Per Ft. Cube 14 
6 in. sawn two sides landings to sizes (under 

ree Per Ft. — 9 
6 in. rubbed two sides, ditto ........ 10 
8 in. sawn two sides slabs (random sizes) ,, 31 
2 in. to 2+ in. sawn one side slabs 

(random sizes) .........+. Sqcesooces «& 2 
1} in. tor in Githa; GRAD picccccccdes’ IQ” 2 
Harp Yorr— 

Delivered at any Goods Station London. 
Scappled random blocks .........Per Ft.Cube 9 
6 in. sawn two sides landing to sizes (under 40ft. 

want .--PerFt. Super 8 
6 in. rubbed two sides ditto .......... Pm 10 
4 in. sawn two sides slabs (random sizes) . ,, 4 
8 in. ditto, tto Y 4 
2 in. self-faced random flags ..Per Yard Super 12 


WoOob. 


> 
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GOOD BUILDING 


Inches 
} per santess 


orecns » am 
aSncwwgn eo co co rs 
DOE ON SRSREEASHE 


-_ 
xXXKKK XKXXXKKXX 
Scoosioce cocoecoec” 

$ 


2 co © co fo ce 
_ 





2 M.ED scadbscbccwcseeeeice 0 
an ° 55 60 
PLAIN EDGE FLOORING, 


Inches 
es SES 006asbssenainedoneeaens ye per square 
soccecccecdcacadesecsonsaccs’ SEE 5 

if eee eee ee ee sees eeeeeee eeee 44/- ” 

SE cccccecesbabbeebebeneeedeses . Ee yr 


_ouctEe AND GROOVED FLOORING, 
8 4 nine 

eC we ee eeeeeeseseeeeees 35/6 r square 
4 "eee ee ames ee ee eeeeeeeeeeee sale ag 
1 oe teem ccccccceesceceeoecesee , eo ae 


WOOD (Contsnued). 
MATCHINGS (BEST). 


Inches 
icesy i~~eekpeh meeeneed square 
— bismuntsventeseacens) Same 
eevee Oe eee eee eee ee eee rere ry safe 
BATTENS. 
Inches 8. d. 
4 x 2 CCCP e Eee 3 6 per 100 ft, 


SAWN LATHS. 
PE cacciaanntatiseasnnwnn © 8S 


Dry Wainscot Oak, per ft. 


super,asinch ....... 0 3 6 to 0 4 0 
Zin. do. do O08 0 .. - 
Dry Mahogany—Honduras, 
Tabasco, African, per 
ft. super, asincn .... 026t oOo 38 0 
Cuba Mahogany ...... 040 to 0 4 6 
Teak (Rangoon, Moulmein 
or Java). perload.... 75 0 0 to 8 O @ 
American hitewood 
planks, per ft. cube .. 018 0 to 14 0 
Best Scotch Glue, per _ SB O* cs — 
Liquid Glue, per ‘owt. 680. 61 0 


SLATES. 
Ist quality slates from Bangor or Portmadoc in 
truck load delivered London area. Per 1 ,000 ¢ 1, ae 


8. 
Best Blue oes Slates, a by 7 33 rene ‘ S 9 : 
First quality» ” 33 by - Setegacege 
» Oe 18 .c0000% ‘ 0 0 
Best Blue Portmadoo Ste Ri ww. BP 9 
” ” B DY 86 ..cccee . 2910 0 
First quality ,, 1D BF Svccoe -. 24 6 0 
a z i > _3eseeeee 2216 0 
~ ha 3 dopeepey 18 0-0 

Per 1,000 
TILES. f.o.r. London. 


Best machine-made tiles from Broseley or £ gs. d. 
Staffordshire district.............00es- - 715 O 
Ditto hand-made ditto.............. 810 0 
Ornamental ditto .............+.. a oe 
Hip and valley tiles” (per Gowen): ..ccccscee 8 16 O 


METALS. 


Joists, GIRDERS, £0., TO LONDON STATION or ret 
8. ° 





R. S. Joists, cut and fitted .......... 23 0 0 

Plain Compound GENES ccctcosceocee B OD G 

tanchions ........ 28 0 0 

In Roof Work .......-++%- sktetses:- Oe 8 SO 
WrOUGHT-IRON TUBES AND FiTTings— 

(Discount off List for lot of not less than £15 net 
value delivered direct from worns. 5 per cent. less 
above gross discounts, carriage forward if sent 
from London stocks.) 

‘Tubes. 
3” to 2”, 22” to 6", 
Gas eeeeeere —15 — 


Fitt; 

i’ to 2 "Oy to 6°, 

-. —20 —274 

o —15 —25 
niente 6 —1 be —10 —22% 

aurea Gas t st Nett .. —12 —20 
+ Water Ay +11} .. —7 —'7 
« Steam $223 .. —2 —15 

. COATED nae Prpes—London Prices ex works. 
_— Bends, stock Branches, 
“a. antes. stock ~~ ¥ 

s. d. 


d. 

. d.in 6 fte.. 8 ry oe ‘ as 2 @ 
34 ta. re Fi ae 
8 iB. ¢ ” ee 9 : bon 5 5 ee 8 1 
3% in. ” . - © 9 . 8 S& 
4 in. 3. 10 iy 78. BS 


N- WATER "PIP &o. Bends, stock Branches, 
- - a a — stock ~~ 
° 8. 


d , 

d.in 6fts. ain 3 2.2 8 3 9 

a gah Z ap. 3 33's. €.6 
Sin; - "6 10}. 40°. 6 0 
a ye a ee 7 0 
rhs —_a eae o 8 6 


L.C.C. DRAIN PIPEs, —9 ft. lengths. “London Prices. 


pér yd.-"4in., 11/-. ..5in., 13/-. .. ° 6 in: 16/9, 
: Per ton in London. 
£ 


_—_ crn é& 8. d. 
a re re 28 0 0 to. 24 0 0 
. Staffordshire Crown Bars - 
good merchant quality 24.0 0 .. 2 0 0 
Staffordshire * Marked 
BIT” § Zeicccedcccee 10 0 -.. 310 O 
Mild Steel Bars ........ 20 0 0 ., 21 0 0 
Steel Bars. Ferro-Concrete 
quality, basis price > ; : 2 : : 
basis price .. 
en routed ~- 86 © 45 0 0 
* got Steel Sheets, Black— 
20 7 2 § oe 29 0 0 
— vg - ve. 28 0 : nw “Se ee 
” ” 6g. 30 0 31 0 0 
Sheets Flat Best Bott Steel, C.R. & c. A. quality— 
, 6ft. 
Owe wa 3s 0@°s «« BOCES 


2ft. to 3ft. to 20 g. 


Ordinary sizes, 6ft. by 


22 
att, worst. to 82 |) as 0 0 


4¢ 
Ordin sizes, 6ft. by 
oft te att. to 26 g.. 38 0.0 40 0 0 


‘ Flat and Galvanised Corrugated Sheete— 


as pe 6 ft. to -—.6.6 on 8 


woes 6ft. to 
= ott Cee te 29 0 0 ee 30 0 0 
6 
ager 51.0 0 mer 


eeeeeer . 


METALS (Continued). 
. ays ton in London. 


£8, 4d, 
Sheets Galvanised Flat, Best. quality— 
Best Soft Steel Sheets. 
6ft. by 2ft. to sft. to 


20g. and thicker .. 38 0 0 39 0 0 
a Soft Steel Sheets, 
ngt So Scainasg 2° OO 
90sceteaee - 0 0 ee 41 0 0 
out BE a to6in. .. 38 0:0 .. 840 0 
(under 3in. usual trade extras.) 
METAL WINDOWs—Standard sizes suitable for com- 


plete houses, includ all fittings, painting two 
coats, and delivery to job, cae price about 3s, 


per foot super, 
LEAD, &c. 
Delivered in London. 
sa aye English,é4ib. £ s. 4. 
eecece waste fe os =_ 
Pipe tn coll 222221 SR sos - 
_ Rees |) Uc ee - 
yoo. ee ee om 8 se 
Nore—Country delivery, 303. per ton extra ; lots under 
5 cwt., Is. 6d. per cwt. extra. Cut to sizes, 28. 
Sian _ 
ead, ex London area, 
oe per ton } 20 0 0... 
Do" ex country, oem } 20 0 0 
forwatd......- per to al 
CopPpER— 
ae Sheet ....per Ib. 
} WV, nails .... a 
Copper wire .... ,, 
TIN—Englieh Ingots ,, 
SOLDER—Plumbers’ ,, 
Tinmen’s........ pan 


Blowpipe :..... 
GLASS. 
ENGLISH SHEET GLASS IN CRATES OF STOCK 
SIZES AND IN aa IN ORDINARY a 


Per 
15 os. fourths .... ite $2 oz. fourths coos 


o» thirds ...... 5d. thirds ...... 
21 ,, fourths: .... ita Fluted, Obscured and 
4 . 


- 
*e 
eo 
* 


id 
PDH Om com 


ocococoeo 
tO - £0 DC 09 0D 


oo , ED neaten Knamelied Sheet, 
26 ,. fourths .... 8d. 15 oz, 74. 
thirds. ...... 94d. 21 ,,, 94, 
Extra Price accordi to size and substance for 
squares cut from stock, 
ZNGLISH ROLLED PLATE IN CRATES OF a 
8 


; 1ZKS. 
Rolled plate 900009,090000 pereesae* 090.9000 
iy DE dsc énccdens +s 24000400 Rehaphtly Sighs 64d. 
ee err tree 7id> 
Figured Kolled, Oxford Rolled, Baltic, Oceanic, 
Arctic, St Sppayte, and small and large 
DERE MED, cciccdcocccccoceveosss aha 
Ditto, tinted ....... Sbiecuode seeecacee - 93d, 
Rolled Sheet ..........sc0++s caddimeanaal al 
White Rolled Cathedral..............-++« 62d. 
Vinted Ge « ( twdbag senasksecees 72d, 
Cast Plate is id. extra.on the.price of rough rolled. 
PAINS: S, &c. £ 8, d. 
Raw Linseed Oil in Des....».. per gallon 03 7 
a - he arrels .... pa 0 8 8 
a vf in drums .... - 038 9 
Boiled ,, in barrels .... a 040 
es - ~ drums .... oe : : R | 
Turpen ne in barrels.....-... > ~ 
in drums (10 gall.) .. a 
: Genuine Ground English White Lead, per ton58 & 0 


(In not less than 6 cwt. casks.) 

GENUINE WHITE LEAD PAINT. , r 
“Father ames,” |“ Nine: ’' Efms,” 
“ Park.” “Supremus” and other best 





brands (in 14 ib. tins) not less than 5 cwt. 

LOEB cchocccgeevepese per ton delivered 80 0 0 
Red Lead, Dry (packages oxtra)’. . per ton 40 '0 0 
Best Linseed ‘Oil PUY F2.50 cao per cwt. O18 O 
Filacdl...occcccocscsccsce SBTeoce DE owe, GIS O 
Size. XD Quality... ......-e.eeeee fkn. O 6 9 

_  “WARNISHES, &.  °*§ Sou 

Oak Varnish....... Sepetnwtaeh band Outside 015 0 
Fine ditto ..... Neosbeon ditto 017 2 
ine Copal .....+.- ditto 1 1 6 
ale Gopal scccccwccscess » ditto :1:2 6 
Pale Copal Carriage . ‘- 70630 Ge” Bue. 6 
Best “ere i Py dus oLeGibele ditto 114 6 
Floor Varnish....... svcccesvosees Inside 0 9 O 
Fine Pale Paper ...6.0s--eeeseceee ditto .018 0 
fine Copal Cabinet Sb dbecsciscooses ditto 1 2 6 
Fine Copal flatting .....:........-. ditto 1'0 6 
Hard drying Oak .....0-.s-cceees> “ditto 018 0 
Fine Hard drying Oak ...........- ditto 019 06 
Fine Copal Varnish ........% eens. Ge: 2° 0 6 
Pale St Ghinaedéeeetenees 600 ditto 1 2 6 
Best GEO 2c ccsoccsss hatpiteans ditto 114 4 
Best Japan Gold Size... ...-.seeececeees - OF2 6 
Best Black Japan .......--++e0--s0e0e8 018 0 
Oak and Mahogany Stain (water) .... .. 017 6 
Brunswick Blac sabedoddentanteodooness,. Sine © 
Berlin Black....... Fae iesoneeue mete Sa 2 
Knotting tent) . Jasclosedsadésess' Bae © 
French an Brush Polish o6adedsoséasseeqbi 9 © 
Liquid Dryers in Terebine ..........-+.++ 018 6 
Cuirass err 070 





* The information ‘given on this page has been 
specially compiled for Taz BUILDER and is copyright. 
Our aim in this list is to give, as far as possible, the 
average prices of materials, not necessarily the highe+t 
ot’ lowest. Quality and quantity obviously ‘affect 
prices—a fact which should be remembered by those 
who make use of this information. 
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THE BUILDER ite 


CURRENT PRICES FOR BUILDING WORK. IN LONDON.* 





EXCAVATOR. 
Digging and throwing or wheeling and filling carts, s. d. 
and carting away to shoot—6 ft. deep .... per yardcube 19 0 
BERG cscicccccccccscscscces errrry - * 1.10 
Add for every additional depth of 6 ft. ........ o % 1 4 
Planking and strutting to trenches ............ per foot super 0 7 
Do. to sides of excavation, including shoring a” 1 4 

CONCRETOR. 

Portland cement concrete in foundation 1 to6 .. per yardcube 54 0 

Add if in underpinning in short lengths ........ as oo 9 6 

Add if in floors 6 in. thick .......... hnnseein -— s,s 3 10 

ED Seb sanidecsesdesseeneesseees - ” 4° 9° 

Add if aggregate 1: 2: 4 ............0.00005. o - 14 3 

Add for hoisting not exceeding 10 ft. beyond the 

first 10 ft. Coe eee eee eeereeeeeeeeeees eee ry) ” 4 3 
BRICKLAYER. 

Reduced brickwork in lime mortar and Fletton £ 8s. d. 

ME. sitdesbecsundsecesnecatudédeeees perrod 48 5 0 

Add if Te ee re ee ee ” 11 17 6 

Add if in Staffordshire blues ................+. - 32 15 6 

Add if in Portland cement and sand .......... *” 410 0 

FACINGS. 
Extra for facing in English or Flemish bond for 
every 10s. per 1,000 over the price of the com- 
GE TED ccd esecceresecesseccesecces per ft. super 0 O 1} 
POINTING. 
Neat flat strucks or weathered joint......... oo @ @ 00 3 
ARCHES. 

Extra only to the price of ordinary brickwork :— 

Fair external in half brick rings ............++ » 0 O 113 

MED pnnnsessicesecscedscdacegeeess ” 0 111 

Rubbed and gauged jointed in putty camber or 

segmental POPE OTe errr eT TT eT eT Tee ” 0 6 8 
SUNDRIES. 
Damp course in double course of slates breaking 
joint and bedded in Portland cement ...... °” 0 1 6 
Setting ordinary register grates and stoves .... each 1 2 6 
Setting kitchener, including forming flues, &c., 
with all necessary fire bricks ........... eee 9 6 5 0 
ASPHALTER. s. d. 

Half-inch horizontal damp course ...... seoees peryardsup. 8 0 

Three-quarter-inch vertical damp course ...... 1»  » 14 3 

One inch on flats in two thicknesses...........- 1” 12 0 

NEED. ccvnteekseneseertons doeseeoeoees per foot run 0 3 

Skirting and fillet 6 in. high COCER OCC OLED OECSOO®S ” ” 1 6 

MASON. 

York stone templates fixed ...........+.. .-+- perfoot cube 19 9 

York stone sills fixed .......... etheraeeseoe 1” 31 6 

Bath stone and all labour fixed ......eeeee005 39099 15 0 

Portland stone fixed ..............005- evecce ” ” 23 0 

SLATER. 

Welsh 16 in. x 8in. 3 in. lap, including nails.... persquare 98 0 
Do. 20 in. x 10 in. Do. Do. Kane * 115 0 
Do. 24 in. x 12 in. Do. Do. eee ” 117 6 

CARPENTER AND JOINER. 
Fir framed in plates .............. eeeceeees- per foot cube 8 6 
Do. i  dvehumedens soeneesees oo 9 6 
Do. roofs, floors and partitions .......... » 9 10 8 
Do. trusses ccc cece cere reeerereveces ” ” 12 10 
2” hd 1}’ 9” 
Deal rough close boarding ..... . per sq. | 54/- | 73/- | 90/- | 98/- 
Flat centering for concrete floor, in- s. d. 
cluding struts or hangers eee ccccceccccces 64 6 
7 Sy srssecsoveeewn per ft. sup.....cccccccccees 1 9 
Oentres for arches ...... awieawes [  _dmateiiemirnnsaen 2 3 
Gutter boards and beams........ sc cccccccceccecs 1 8 
FLOORING. 2” 1” | 1)” | 14° 
Deal-edges shot .............. per sq. 74/- | 94/- |108/6 
Do. tongued and grooved ...... ” 80/- |100/- |114/- 
Do. matchings .............. e 66/6 | 81/- 
Moulded skirting, including back- 
ings and grounds .......... perft.sup.| 2/3 | 2/6] 3/- | 3/6 
SASHES AND FRAMES. 8s. d. 

One-and-a-half moulded sashes or casements.... per foot super 1 11 

Two Do. Do. Do. eee ” ” 2 4} 

Add for fitting and fixing ................000. » 0 6 

Deal-cased frames with 1 in. inner and outer 

linings, 1} in. pulley stiles tongued to linings, 

hard wood sills with 2 in. moulded sashes in 

squares double hung, double hung with pul- 

leys, lines and weights; averagesize........ »  » 5 3 
DOORS. 1}” 1?” 

Two-panel square framed ............per ft. sup. 3% fo 2/11 

Four-panel Do. ss eeeeeecees * 2/10) 3/2| 3/5 

Two-panel moulded both sides ........ % 3/2 | 3/5| 3/8 

Vour-panel Do. Do. ......0. 3/6| 3/9| 4/- 


* These p ply to new dbuildi 
percentage of t should be added for Ion 


e only. They co 
ployers’ Liability and National Health 





CARPENTER AND JOINER—continued. 
_FRAMES. a, 


8. 
Deal wrot moulded and rebated .. .perfootcube 2] 9 


eeteeeseres 














” yay | ae 
Plain deal jamb linings framed ...... perft.sup.| 2/1 | 2/3 t. 
Deal shelves and bearers °.....4..- ane ee 1/10) 2/-| 2/) 
Add if cross tongued ©........--e+0- os 2d. 2d. 2d. 
STAIRCASES. 
Deal treads and risers in and ¥ 1}” 14” ad 24° 
including rough brackets ..... «| 3/2] 3/10) 4/5]; — = 
Deal strings wrot in both 
sides and framed ..........+-| 4/3 | 4/6| — = =n 
8. d, 
Housings for steps and risers... .eeeeeeeeeeen each 0 11} 
Deal balusters, lin. x 1p im. ......s.ceeee 3.... per ft. run. 0 9 
Mahogany handrail; average 3in.x3in. ...... a ee 6 0 
Add if ramped .....ccccccccccccccccsccvccces *” - 11 10 
Add if wreathed ..........eeeeeeeeeeeereeens “ 9 23 9 
FIXING ONLY IRONMONGERY (INCLUDING SCREWS). 
Gin, Barrel bolts 2.030000. Oe are ee 2/44 
Sash fasteners’ .....s-.200- 113d. | Mortice locks ............ 5/3 
Casement fasteners ........ 1/5 | Patent spring hinges and 
Casement stays.........+0. 1/2 letting in to floor and 
Cupboard locks .......... 1/5 making good .......... 19/~ 
FOUNDER AND SMITH. 8 a 
Rolled steel joists ..... PRR ARN AE RURO se ReLadanbese percwt.26 0 
Plain compound girders ........+eeeeeeeeeceeceeeecs ws 29 0 
Do. eae pepadeesaas ai 32 0 
UE Ek ool on 60 thd oe dscdavsseceseuce esse » aT 9 
RAIN- WATER GOODS. 
3” 4” 5” 6” 
Half-round plain rebated joints .. ft.run} 1/11) 2/43) 3/7] 4/- 
Ogee Do. Do. + ~ 2/44; 3/1 | 3/10) 4/9 
tain-water pipes with ears ...... sia 2/9 | 3/7 
Extra for shoes and bends’ ...... each | 4/4] 5/11 
Do. stopped ends .......... és L/ll} 2/44] 3/7] 4/- 
Do. nozzles for inlets ...... i 2/2; 2/7 3/10} 4/3 
PLUMBER. 8. 
Milled lead and laying in flashings and gutters ...... per cwt. 59 0 
Do. Do. eee esese een » 55 0 
Extra Jabour and solder in coated cesspools ........ each 2 4 
NUTONE oog.0. 6.000400 00 00 Ce cere selseereceseies perft.run. 0 6 
Soldered seam ....... (pun awaesan see ehawbews 4s Sip 1 10 
Copper nailing .......cceeeereeccseeees thitmarees i's 0-9 
i? 37 1” 1 4” 9” a 


4 
Drawn lead waste perft.run| lld. | 1/7 1/10 | 3/3 | 4/- 
Do. service ,, 1/6 | 2/— | 2/4 | 3/8 
Do. soil - 6/6 
Bends in lead pipe each 3/5 8/7 
Soldered stop ends ,, 1/3 | 1/9 | 2/2 | 3/- | 3/8 
Red lead joints .... ,, ld. | 1/—- | 1/4 | 2/- | 2/6 5/1 




















Wiped soldered joints ,, 3/- | 3/8 | 4/3 | 5/2 | 6/104 10/3 
Lead traps. and clean- 
ing screws ...... ” 15/4 /20/6 | 
Bib cocks and joints ..,, 7/1 {10/8 | 17/1 |45/6 
Stop cocks and joints ,, 17/1 |19/- -| 28/6 [71/3 
PLASTERER. 8. d 
Render, float and set in lime and hair .......... per yardsup. 3 2 
Do. Do. WEED «ocnsscesesdees ” ” 3.7 
Do. Do. er ee ee » ” 49 
I ics ie cckineeneanadankoses “ee 111 
DP <ciceiisieghieeseunonsenee .. 3.4 
Portland cement screed ..........ceececeeeees - 2 9 
i PE ckiniebsndedsanennendsees »  — 4 6 
Momidings 1 SURGE . o.oo. cccccccccccvesecgeses perlgirth 90 3 
One-and-a-half granolithic pavings ............ per yard sup. 6 7 
GLAZIER. 
TN Re ae per foot sup. 1 4 
26 oz. Do. PTTTTITTTTT TILT TTT TTT TTT ” ” 17 
SEE So cccescsscvccoccctoscesoeecse ” ” 1 9 
SE CD inns toneesecsacereeseesoeves 9 ” 1 0 
in. rough rolled or cast plate ...........0000. ” ” 1 1 
} in. wired cast plate ........cccccecccccees ooo” ” 17 
PAINTER. a 
Preparing and distempering, 2 coats .......... per yard sup. 1 5 
NE socccessecenveveseccecee ” ” 1 
PO PORE BGO occ cccccccvcsccvcccccces ” ” 1 5 
Do. UEEEE svcveccocccsceesunseeees ” ” 2 3 
Do. ED siegbsnaniapinadinvenwnen » « 3 0 
Do. DEE spiccsccatipavssessens » 3 10 
ee ” ” 2 10 
WOUND secccccccoscoscsesscesscqeces ” ” 2 4 
Sizing Ce eee eee rerererecereceeeseeeeeeeeseees ” ” 0 4 
DEE cosdeviews Methttbaiaaienkeanwaie . 09 
DT chinthacendetinbatecesdaeneedclendes ee ” ” 1 il 
SIR. dene sstnnsisndssdeceseeewes per foot sup. 0 104 
French polishing .......... ewcccreccceses oe 1 8 


Preparing for and hanging paper ........... vn per piece 2/-to 5/ 


ver superintendence by foreman and carry a profit of 10% on the prime cost without establishment charges. 4A 
and Unemployment Acts and from 1s. 6d. per £100 for Fire Insurance. The whole of the 


information given on this page is copyright. 





se _ 


Qi 


bd 


x 





/4 
~ 


ee ee 





Jury 15, 1921.] 


TENDERS. 


Comm ns for insertion under this heading 
rr inet to “ The Editor,” and must reach 


should er than Tuesday evening. 
*penotes accepted. {Denotes provisionally accepted. 
{Denotes recommended for acceptance. 
sDenotes accepted subject to modifications. 





RIDGE.—For the external painting of the 
Guildhall and adjoining property, for the Corporation. 
Mr. Julian Julian, Borough Engineer and Surveyor :— 
w. Perry Leach & Son, Cambridge 
(Guildhall) Ld ta Mail Laks bd Moa Eee £252 
Ww Perry Leach & Son, Cambridge 
(adjoining property) 
CHICHESTER.—For supply and erection of auto- 
matic revolving sewage distributor at outfall works, 


for the T.C. :— 
*Ames Crosta Sanitary Engineering Co. £295 


DEVIZES.—For the erection of 28 houses on the 
Southbroom site, for the T.C. Mr. W. A. Harvey, 
R.I1.B.A., architect, Binnells Hill, Birmingham. 


CAMB 


Guaatities by Mr. Anthony Rouse, 117, Connon-row, 
Birmingham :— 
tLuizey & Son, Trowbridge........ £21,813 
Burbidge, Steeple Ashton.......... 26,169 
Blackford & Son, Calme............ 24,700 
Hoskings Bros., Newbury.......... 23,983 
Rendall & Sons, Devizes.........+. 22,102 
L. Maslen & Sons, Devizes........ = "40 


W. E. Chivers’ Sons, Ltd., Devizes. . 


DONCASTER.—Laying 9in. and 12in. pipes in 
connection with Armthorpe water scheme, for the 


TC. 
Bdwards & CO. .wccccccccsecece £1,809 4 
DONCASTER.—For excavating and laying tramway 
rails in Balby-road, for the T.C. :— 
*G, Percy Trentham, 
Birmingham ....... wo... £8,712 $8 6 


DONCASTER.—For painting at Schools, for the 
T.C. :— 
Beckett-road School— 


*Bescoby & Cappiter .............. £279 10 
Hexthorpe School— 

*Bescoby & Cappiter.............. 309 0 
Chequer-road Sei 

Se eS are rer 180 10 
Ring Edward-road School— ; 
*Hetherington & Co. ...........44. 170 0 
Oswin-avenue School— 

*Hetherington & Co. ......+--..005 420 10 
St. James’s School— 
RS, Rr ee 195 0 
St. Peter’s School— 
I re 110 0 


DUMBARTON.—For the erection of houses, for 
the Dumbarton County Council. Mr. Joseph Weeks, 
Architect to the Council, 201, Bath-street, Glasgow :— 
17 blocks (50 houses) at Alexandria— 

*J. Hardie & Son, Bo’ness 


(Mason work) .......... £20,982 12 7 
*J. Hardie & Son, Bo’ness 
(Drains and paths)...... 1,254 12 8 
*M. Muir & Co., Troon (Joiner) 12,926 11 0 
— © es: ’Cardross (Fene- 
Eee Pee 530 15 0O 
*Robt.. “Chambers, Dumbarton 
Ee eae 212 16 3 
*Vale of Leven Master Slaters’ 
hearts Alexandria 
CG. 3 ca cab veneeanels 3,003 8 9 
*Vale of Leven Master Plumbers’ 
Association, Alexandria 
Eg, ee en 5,812 19 7 
*Glasgow & District Building 
Guild (Plaster) .......... 4,544 14 10 
(Painter work not yet settled.) 
%blocks (20 houses) at Renton— 
*J. Hardie & Son, Bo’ness 
(IGOR) os ns Shan ea £8,304 0 8 
*J. Hardie & Son, Bo’ness 
(Drains and ee 425 0 0 
*Alex. McRae, Cardross (Joiner 
and fenei yee aes 6,311 5 0 
*Robt. Cheaters, Dumbarton 
SPURT 82 19 11 
*Vale of Leven Master Slaters’ 
Association, Alexandria 
(Sat): 25 deiviedsavwedee 1,196 16 6 
*John Rogers, Bonhill, and 
*James Dow, nton 
, (PUMNDOS. os 55 cabbceus 2,325 7 10 
Cleaner «& District Building 
Guild (Plaster) .......... 1,807 9 4 


(Painter work not yet settled.) 


FOXFORD.—Erection of 12 houses, for the Pro- 
Vidence Woollen Manufacturing Co. :— 


*John McNally & Co., Galway...... £6,000 


‘ GL ASGOW -—For removal of bricks and concrete 
Oundation of huts at Stobhill Hospital, for the T.C. :— 


*F. D. Cowieson & C0......-.eescees £398 
GLASGOW.—Erection of day nursery at Stew: 
street, Cow caddens, for the T.C. : rns ’ at 
*F. D. Cowieson & ©0..........0.0-. £3,145 
GLASGOW.—Supply and fixing of boiler at Ca 
m - 
hill l Conservatories, for the T.C, :— . 
* Simpson & Farmer................ £285 








GOBOWEN.—For the erection of the Gobowen 
war memoria:. Mr. H. Parsons-Jones, architect and 
surveyor, Gobowen, Salop :— 

TL. Lewis & Son, Oswestry ...... £238 10 

T. Lunt & Son, Oswestry ........ 275 0 


HENDON.—For the extension of sewage outfall 
works, for the U.D.C. The Engineer and Surveyor, 
Town Hall, Hendon :— 

*wm. Moss & Sons, Ltd., 


PE cc hdd e'edeuee £19,710 3 5 
A. J. Hill, Hendon........ 20,254 4 O 
Hussey & Egan, Birmingham 22,430 4 0 
Howard Farrow, Golders 
ERATE 22,720 0 4 
C. Carter, Golders Green.... 23,631 12 6 
D. R. Paterson,Camden Town 23,743 12 3 
G. Wimpey & Co., Hammer- 
CE! alauatateaies's ah % ie 24,092 3 2 
D. T. Jackson, Barking...... 24,329 83 5 
Thomas ‘Adams, Wood Green 25,076 10 10 
G. Percy Trentham, London.. 26,220 8 7 
Edwards Construction Co., 
Blackheath. .......... 26,324 0 7 
J. Cochrane & Sons, West- 
DY Dns nt ppedans 27,288 12 6 
British Construction  Co., 
ae eee 28,385 4 6 


HOUGHTON-LE-SPRING.—For erection of 100 
houses, in blocks of four, for the U.D.C. :— 
*Adams Housing Syndicate— 
48 “B” type, at £79715 6 each. 
52 “A” type, at £701 4 O each. 


LEEDS.—(a) Construction of transformer chamber ; 
(b) supply and erection of overhead crane and gantry :-— 
iD... TD nn cc ce ccs nus £850 
eG ee err eee ey 
ath of two 20-ton wagon weighbridges, 
GB. Dewinon 4 Bae... .ccccvdineses £587 each 


- ee at Red House Nursery, for the 


/ “Carter and Frankland............ £118 12 
LEEDS.—Erection of 24 non-parlour and 26 parlour 
houses on Wyther House Estate, for the T.C. :— 
*J. Trickett, Sons & Co......,.... £35,850 
LEEDS.—Erection of houses on the Hawkswood 
Wood Estate, for the T.C. :— 
*Ratcliffe & Smithson— 
= pairs type “‘ A” (non-parlour) = per house 
a » B” (parlour) i 
ciel of 150 houses on a Middleton 
Estate, for the T.C. :— 
*Paul Rhodes— 


MN tte bie oe od £630 per house 
, het r= 730 ie 
, eed ogc, 690 yd 


© |, wale painting work in the parks, for the 


eT. Lewis & Sons—Rodley and Stanningley 
mona Grounds. .£124 10s, and £195 8s. 
respectively 

*J. Wraith Husslet Moor and Hunslet 
Lake £293 5 

*J. Russell—Potternewton Park 170 0 


LETCHWORTH (HERTS.).—For the erection of 
buildings, &c., for house refuse pulveriser, including 
high and low level concrete floors and approach 
roads, and close boarded fencing of site. Mr. G. T. 
Hill, engineer ; we by Mr. John J. Wyatt, 56, 
Buckingham-gate, 8.W. 1 :— 


eee eee eee eee ree eee eeee 


> Ray, ~Bs nahin sisaxt £2,169 7 5 
A. White, Bedford ........ 2,245 411 
Sorte & Co., Letchworth ...... 2,266 0 0 
Arding & Hobbs, London .... 2,400 0 0 
Ward & Co., Harpenden...... 2,427 0 0 
R. Jeffs, Letchworth ........ 2,430 15 0 
Frost & Carter, Luton ...... 2,705 O O 
Edwards Construction  Co., 
OE hus a5: 54 v.60 00 63 3,456 0 O 


LISKEARD.—For widening Lampen Bridge, for 
the R.D.C. :— 
*J. C. Hambly, St. Neots.......... £112 


LONDON.—Supply of road materials to the Lambeth 
*J. Brooke & Sons— 
5,000 ft. of 24 in. stone, at £13 19s, 2d. 
per 100 ft. super. 
*Chittenden & Simmons— 
90 tons of tar paving topping and 210 tons 
of tar paving bottoming, at 48s. 6d. 
and 43s. per ton respectively. 
NEWMACHAR (ABERDEEN).—For the erection 
of four semi-detached cottages at Kingseat Mental 
Hospital, for the Aberdeen City District Board of 


Control. Messrs. Gall & Hay, architects, Aberdeen ; 
quantities by architects :— 
Mason— 
*John Smith, Kintore............ £1,524 0 
Carpenter— 
*Gray & Bain, Aberdeen ........ 838 0 
Slater— 
*A. Adam & Co., Aberdeen ...... 235 9 
Plumber— 
*Chas. 8. Laing, Ellon .......... 315 14 
Plasterer— 
*Jas. Scott & Son, Ltd., Aberdeen 525 0 
Electric lighting— 
*A. B. Gillespie & & Co., Aberdeen. . 58 17 


ROTHERHAM.—Supply of 400 tons of Sandberg 
steel tram rails, to the T.C. : 
*Steel, Peach & Tozer...... £27 15s. per ton 


. 
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SALFORD.—fFor painting at various schools, for 


the T.C. :— 

Ti, PG trek > cons keewen siete Ses £577 5 
@ errr ee 173 15 
"is SEL.” .cwerasvsecretdie aaa 1,271 0 
yy RE Te Fn. Sat RR 776 10 
xo err 1,347 0 
a RS ae Pe ee 168 5 
~~ BS he re pa pe 199 0O 
i, SPN» ass wa eaenesaebulbas sane 657 0 
on: ER. SOON nig's 5-00.40 oy Wahl 1,470 10 

ee eee "391 (7 
“6. D> ss 5 Sis ss tusecdakiaal 234 0 
2 A i Ae ee ie - 124°17 
eS Fe eae 318 10 


ate .—Asphalting school playgrounds, for 
e T.C 
TZ... Broadbewh. ...<sicvccde'es £733 1 8 


SALFORD.—(a) Sanitary fittings; and (bd) plumb 
ing work at Summer Hill School, for ‘the T.0. : 
*(a) S. Gratrix, Jun., & Brother.... £167 5 
*(b) R. Rouse & Son.............. 152 15 


SOUTHEND-ON-SEA.—For sewering Lime-avenue 
and Underwood-square, for the T.C. Mr. R. H. Dyer, 
Borough Engineer, Southend :— 

*Thirby & Matthews, Southend £961 5 1 


STRETFORD.—For masonry work in connection 
with Warwick-road Bridge, for the U.D.C. : 
"Robt. Carlyle, ZAG... . vccicssocvecs £1,469 


STRETFORD.—Supply of mild steel overhead 
coal bunkers with accessories, to the U.D.C. :— 
*Baboook ‘&@ Wi00k.....csscccccocs £1,950 


WALTHAMSTOW.—For the renovation of schools, 
for the Education Committee. Mr. H. Prosser, Archi- 
tect to the Committee :— 

Wood Street Schools. 


¥. E. McBride, Walthamstow £819 7 6 

*J. & J. Dean, Walthamstow .. 820 0 0 

8. Blow & Son, London ...... 1,069 0 0 

Ks cas Bros., Walthamstow .... 1, ,210 0 0 

uild of Builders; Walthamstow 1,650 0 0 
William Morris School. 

*S. Blow & Son, London .............. £305 
The Guild of Builders, Walthamstow .. 426 
: . Sands, Walthamstow ............ 448 

. & J. Dean, Walthamstow .......... 489 
Titan. Ltd. Sn". coud eo bees oe 526 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow .......... 969 


Coppermill-road Schools. 


*F. E. McBride, Walthamstow .. £469 9 6 
J.& J. Dean, Walthamstow .... 483 0 0 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow .... 597 0 0O 
= — of Builders, Waltham- os 
8. Blow & Son, London ........ 640 0 0 
J. Sands, Walthamstow ...... 685 0 0 

Chapel End Schools. 

*Earl & Matthews, Walthamstow .. £198 15 
The Guild of Builders, Walthamstow 339 0 
Fuller & Sons, Walthamstow ...... 375 0 
J.& J. Dean, Walthamstow ...... 382 0 
Hickman, Ltd., London .......... 670 0 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow ........ 779 O 

Pretoria-Avenue School, 

*E. Maffia & Sons, Walthamstow £202 15 0 

. E. McBride, Walthamstow .. 20719 6 
8. Blow, Ltd., London ........ 262 0 
The Guild of Builders, Waltham- 

COU. | eead sobs dec ¥he oes 274 0 0 
Cook Bros., Harringay ........ $25 0 0 
J. Sands, Walthamstow ...... 367 0 O 
Clark & Hodgson, Walthamstow 389 0 0 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow .... 404 0 0 
Hickman, Ltd., London ...... 407 0 0O 

Joseph Barrett School. 

F. E. McBride, Walthamstow .... £249 11 
*S. Blow, Ltd., London ............ 257 O 
Fuller & Sons, Walthamstow ...... 285 0 
J.& J. Dean, Walthamstow ...... 290 0 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow ........ 346 0 
The Guild of Builders, Walthamstow 397 0 
North Walthamstow Central School. 

*Earl & Matthews, Walthamstow...! £94 16 
J.& J. Dean, Walthamstow ...... 147 0 
Guild of Builders, Walthamstow .. 176 0 
Fuller & Sons, Walthamstow .... 195 0O 
8. Blow & Son, London .......... 240 0 
J. Sands, Waltham tow .......... 248 0 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow ........ 390 O 
Mission Grove School, 

*Earl & Matthews, Walthamstow £86 10 0 

E. McBride, Walthamstow .. 141 9 6 
8. Blow & Son, London ........ 145 0 O 
Guild of Builders, Walthamstow 165 0 O 
E. Maffia & Sons, Walthamstow 180 10 0 
J. Sands, Walthamstow ...... 190 0 0 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow .... 265 0 0 
Hickman, Ltd., London ...... 204 0 0 

William Elliot Whittingham School. 

*F. E. McBride, Walthamstow ...... £79 17 
F. G. Osborne, Walthamstow ...... 105 10 
J. Sands, Walthamstow .......... 132 0 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow ........ 133 0 
Guild of Builders, Walthamstow .... 151 0 
Clark & Hodgson, Walthamstow .. 155 0 
Hickman, Ltd., Walthamstow .... 284 0 

Shernhall-street Special School. 

*F. E. McBride, Walthamstow ........ £89 
Lucas Bros., Walthamstow ............ 129 
8. 6 iy EY on F000néeeeo bons 132 

n, Walthamstow PRE RIN I 140 

Guild of Builders, Walthamstow ...... 207 
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WEST HAM.—For the painting, renovating, &c., of public buildings, for the B.C. Borough Engineer, 


Town Hall, West Ham :-— 





Section Rookery Farm, 

Fret £249 0 0*, £382 oe £164 Gos £474 0 i De 
4 Gite é fon, Woolwich 2052: 250 :, 689 5 0 .. 17610 O°; 39515 0*:: 400 0 0 
Borough Engineer’s Estimate ...... 284 0 0... 436 0 0 :. 164 0 0 :: 510 0 0:: 415 0 0 
J. Barker-& Co., Plaistow ........ 346 9 6 .. 47718 6... 234 8 0: 41811 0: tte 
J: Scott Fenn, Woolwich .......... ame: fy OO 8. — 436 0 0: seam 
H. ©. Horswill, Forest Gate........ 295 0 0 :. 370 0 0: 169 0 0::472 0 0:; 410 0 0 
©. J. Kemp, Forest Gate .......... 29710 0.. —  .. 184 0 0 425 5 0. 404 17 0 
W. Smith, Harold Wood .......... <4, | — atom sen CS OS 
Stoneley & Co., Forest Gate ...--. 35010 0... —— ., 19415 0 ear aee Fg 2mm 
i Tote a Oo, Limehouse... 810 8 0... 68016 65,167 0 05.48 6 Of) 


WANSTEAD.—-For the construction of a concrete 





retaining as Has ft. in length and 5 ft. high, for the 























SEASONED 
HARDWOODS 


MAHOGANY WALNUT 

JAPANESE, AMERICAN and 

WAINSCOT OAK, TEAK, 
WHITEWOOD, &c. 


REGISTERED OFFICE AND WHARF : 


CARPENTERS RD. 
STRATFORD 
LONDON §E.15 


Telegrams ; 
GLIKSTEN 'PHONE 
LONDON. 








Telephone : 
EAST 3771 
(5 lines) 





U.D.C. The neer and Surveyor. 
OOD-BLOCK FLOORING, PARQUET | ¥;2-C. | The Engi Se, COeaE See, 
FLOORIN eee ay owooD *W. & C. French, Buckhurst Hill £149 0 5 
complete in ty pla 4 7 aa” ae J. J. Anderson, Poplar........ 169 18 5 
Tantvoaneats. 80 STEVENS & ADAMS. Ltd. Clarwood Co., Ltd., E.C....... 224 5 0 
Werks, Point Pleasant, Wandsworth, 8.W.18. Tele Edwards Construction Co,, Black- 
phone: Putney 1700. ROE OE Gitantatanees 204 0 O 
O. L. Loan, Thornton Heath.... 14519 9 
T. W. Robinson, Greenwich.... 220 0 0 
J. Shelbourne & Co., E.C....... 180 0 0 
TL aT ‘A. Thompson & Co. B.C..." "" 219 0 0 
: ‘ — .—For various works, for the 
Painting Works— 
*M. Greenstone (Brickkiln-street 
NEE > s pdidlekal Kahan denne> £423 0 
& *R. Willoughby (Dudley-road School) 526 10 
a Wm. Gough ( Walsall-street School)... 760 0 
. Brown (Causeway e School).. 143 
LIMITED *F. Galleymore (SS. Mary and John’s 
ED. tin sd aw niorgd Wupis dbp 341 0O 
*W. F. a & Son (Christ Church 
SEED So in Surdinic rele ss aap higie 198 0 
JS pecialities in *F. Galleymore (Out Offices, Blocks 
FS SE OE ve eh an 170 0 


Repairing Asphalte Playgrounds— 

*Val de Travers Paving Co. (Municipal 
Secondary School) ............ 440 0 

*Val de Travers Paving Co. (Willen- 
hall-road School) ............ 560 

*W. Shepherd & Son(Graiseley School) 91 14 

*Amies & Sharratt (New Window, 
Dudley-road Infants’ School).. 28 10 


Staff Sports. 

The twelfth annual sports of Messrs. Waygood- 
Otis, Ltd., the well-known lift-makers, of 
Falmouth-road, London, S.E., were held at the 
ground of the Waygood-Otis Club at Catford on 
Saturday last. Mr. H. C. Walker (Chairman of 
the Company), Messrs. D. W. R. Green, C. 
Clarke (managing directors), H. Harmsworth, 
C. H. J. Day, and other members of the director- 
ate were present, and a long programme of 
events was gone through. The prizes were 
distributed by Mrs. D. W. R. Green. 


JJ, ETRIDGE, J. 


























P.M. om WEDNESDAYS is the Latest 
4.3 poseibie moment for receiving ‘ Small" 
Advertisements fer the ourrent issue; 2.30 for 
Claseifieation. Please send in as much in ADVANCE 
as possible. 


SLATING AND TILING 


SLATR MERCMANTS 
GONTRAGCTORS. 


Inspections and Reports made on 





JOINERY, 


Of every description and in any kind of Wood. 


CHAS. E. ORFEUR, LTD., 
ESTIMATES COLNE BANK WORKS, 
ON APPLICATION. co LGCHESTER. 


Telephone : 0195. Telegrams: “ Orfeur, Colchester.” 


OLD ox FAULTY ROOFS 


in any part of the country. 


Telephone; Avenue 4946 (two lines), or write, 


Bethnal Green Slate Works, 


BETHNAL GREEN, LONDON, &: 


TRADE NEWS. 


TheYdecorative possibilities of “ Satinetts» 
enamel paint are well illustrated in a 
issued by Messrs. Pinchin, Johnson & Co., Lid. 
of General Buildings, Aldwych, W.C.2, th, 
manufacturers. Included in the illustrationg 
ate public buildings, business premises, 
and small houses, liners, motor-cars, and 
furniture, showing the variety of purposes for 
which it has been used in many parts of the 
world. “‘Satinette” is made both glossy and 
flat, and the manufacturers claim that its 
smooth, hard surface is non-porous and yill 
neither crack nor permit the permeation of 
water, so that it can be trequently washed 
without injury. 


A very complete set of instructions for laying 
sheet roofing, and many hints for so laying it 
that trouble will be avoided in the future, 
are contained in a booklet issued by Messry, 
Permanite, Ltd. (126, Bishopsgate, E.C. 2), 
the manufacturers of ‘“ Blanco” bitumen 
roofing felts, damp courses and compressed 
sheet asphalte, and “ Permafelt” asphalte 
for dampcourses, floors, etc. In laying 
roofings, as in other building operations, 
carelessness in carrying out the work in the 
first place will lead to future expense for repairs 
out of all proportion to the extra time that 
might be incurred in doing the work properly 
in the first instance, and this booklet (which is 
copiously illustrated with diagrams) should 
be of considerable service to users ot this type 
of roofing in indicating the best methods, 
Copies will be sent on application. 








DRY JAPANESE 


OAK Flooring 


ALSO 
30,000 FEET CUBE SQUARE EDGED 
BOARDS AND PLANKS. 


SYDNEY PRIDAY 


& SONS. ESTD. 1880. 


25, Monument Street, E.C.3 
Telephene Nos.: AVENUE 667 & 4817 











Hospital & School Stoves 


QVED and also SHORLAND PATENT 

WRIGHT'S IMPROVED and also 

WARM AIR VENTILATING PATTERNS. 
GEO. WRIGHT Simireo. 


19, Newman St., oxford St., London, 











_ Burton Weir Works, Rotherham 





i 





BRABY’S “DROP-DRY” GLAZING 


ECONOMICAL. 
EFFECTIVE. 


——_ 


ESTIMATES FREE. 


Atso Ne 8 PATTERN 
WITH WooD CORE. 










No. 6 
PATTERN. 


4 






MANY THOUSANDS 
OF FEET FIXED TO 
ROOFS OF 
FACTORIES, WARE- 
HOUSES, &c. 


LOWEST PRICES. 





F. BRABY & GC” L’’ 352-364, EUSTON RD., LONDON, N.W.1 


Telegrams: 
Courteous, Eusroad. London.” 


Ano at LIVERPOOL, BRISTOL, GLASGOW, FALKIRK, &c. 


Telephone No.: 
Museum 8082 (6 Lines’ 
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£3 wt'scs 





